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inserted in the file to indicate where pages were withheld entirely. The exemptions used to withhold information are marked 
below and explained on the enclosed Form OPCA-16a: 
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94 page(s) were reviewed and 94 page(s) are being released. 


o Document(s) were located which originated with, or contained information concerning other 
Government agency(ies) [OGA], This information has been: 

o referred to the OGA for review and direct response to you. 

o referred to the OGA for consultation. The FBI will correspond with you regarding this 
information when the consultation is finished. 


8 You have the right to appeal any denials in this release. Appeals should be directed in 
writing to the Director, Office of Information and Privacy, U S. Department of Justice,1425 
New York Ave., NW, Suite 11050, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 within sixty days from the 
date of this letter. The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information 
Appeal” or “Information Appeal." Please cite the FOIPA number assigned to your request so that it 
may be easily identified. 


□ The enclosed material is from the main investigative file(s) in which the subject(s) of your request was 
the focus of the investigation. Our search located additional references, in files relating to other 
individuals, or matters, which may or may not be about your subject(s). Our experience has shown, 
when ident, references usually contain information similar to the information processed in the main file(s). 
Because of our significant backlog, we have given priority to processing only the main investigative file(s). 
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SatCe5Z0. 301. Fir at: Street, N. E. 

Washington. D. C. _ 

A loose-knit, small group of prominent citizens seeking 
ta defeat the proposed civil rights legislation by dis¬ 
tributing printed material in key states and pressuring 
Congress from headquarters in the Carroll Arms 
Hotel, across from the Senate Office Building. It was 
incorporated in Delaware, Sept. 25, 1963. 


Sec 1 - ORG 
12/9/63 
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Note; The MislAssippi State Sovereignty Commission, I 
and corresponding agencies in several other states, j 

have supported the work of White Citizen's Councils, I 
action groups formed after the 1954 Supreme Court / 

decision ordering desegregation of public schools. / 

Until recently, the Mississippi legislature even appro- / 
priated money for the Citizen's Council of its State, I 

y Officers 

beginning AuguBt 1, 1963, Washington newspapers 

started reporting the arrival of an organized move Beginning in August of 1963, the organization has 

■ against President Kennedy's,civil rights program, t..en listed the following as its only officers: 
pending before Congress, v/On that date, the Washington iP 

Daily News named John J. Synon as operator of a Co- VJohn C.ffiSquerfieid, Sec r otar y - Trc..sure r. Advisor to 

ordinating Committee for Fundamental American Free- 'iviiVs ia aYpf rR3 s s Barnett antTone of the J 

domo, and quoted him as saying: "We are being sup- attorneys appearing or. aa.ialf ci tr.i Stat~ of Mississippiy-; 

ported primarily by the various sovereignty commie- m the suit charging Barnett with criminal contempt of f 

sions of the Southern states." The objective was Federal court orders against interfering with desegre- 

stated by Synon to be "to defeat the Civil rights act of gation of the University of Mississippi, (Washington 

1963 or as I choose to call it, the force bill." Post, 11/25/62 and N. Y. Times, 9/29/63) President 

• 1961-62, American Bar Association. In his address 

Two days later, the Washington Post reported that "a as retiring President! Satterfield attacked the post¬ 
leading segregationist lawyer is quietly seeking to en- 1937 U. S. Supreme/Court (Washington Post 8/3/63), 
list powerful Washington lobbyists in a Southern cam- and he was active at the 1963 meeting in opposition to 

paign to defeat President Kennedy's civil rights pro- the Kennedy civil-rights program (N. Y. Times 8/12/63 . 

gram." The lawyer was identified as John Satterfield /former president. Circuit Riders, Inc., (8/1/52 letter- 

of Yazoo City, Mississippi, and his technique was head), an organization opposing the propagation of 

identified as inviting the lobbyists to an "off-the-record" "Socialism and Communism and all other anti-American 

breakfast meeting in the Statler Hilton Hotel, The in- teachings in The Methodist .Church. " (Sec l-QRG) 

vitations were sent to registered Washington lobbyists , 

from Satterfield's law office in Jackson, Miss, , in a ' John JXgynon, Director. Formerly Vice President of 

letter declaring that the bill, if enacted, "will have a SSTvSgeaPSa^Eee','" tile" public relations firm which has J, 

greater adverse effect on business and industry than represented the government of Portugal; assistant 

any legislation ever offered in the history of our Nation." dlrec.tor'of Americans for Constitutional Action! Califor- 
(Washington Post 8/3/63) nia Industrial Accident Commissioner! puolic member 

of the California Board of Control; and executive sccre- V 
The technique was quite complete. Lobbyists who did tary toTormer Coversot Goodwin J. Knignt, A former 
not attend the breakfast were sent a follow-up letter K congressional candidate. he has written fonboth- j f 

signed by Satterfield, using the new Washington address,^Christian Economics anchjluman Events., and retenily 


enclosing brochures and inviting inquiries for more 
information about "the other side. " 

More knowledgeable reports of the new drive had appear¬ 
ed a little earlier in the South, For instance, an article 
in the 'July 25 Summit Sun , a far-right newspaper 
published by Mary D, Cain in Summit, Miss., reported 
Governor Ross Barnett as saying that the Mississippi ( 
State Sovereignty Commission, of which he wae ex- 
officio Chairman, was cooperating "to the fullest" in a * 
nationwide program opposing President Kennedy's fl 

civil rights proposals. John Satterfield was identified ** 


as attorney for the commission and quoted as saying that William 
numerous states were cooperating from a Washington n. H, d 
office as "the greatest unfled prp^£C3£B’riiindertakcn National 

in the South. " ^ (U/25/6 


*Qhristian Economics anchHuman Events,, and recently 
authored the tract '"Wtiy"Kfocfeqfeller Can't ^ifrin" which 

is being distributed by the Patrick Henry Group, Rich- _ 

mond. (Program, Human Events 4th Political Action 
conference; Americans for Constitutional Action 
"Report to Stockholders;" Washington Daily News , 

8/1/63; and undated brochure^from Patrick Henry Group). A 
John Synon of wao./listed as speaking at a June, 

1963, ban^aS?|sj>&q6ored By the Committee to Help Elect 
the Next P'rqSiaent'^f tire United States, a group promot¬ 
ing independent electors. (Jackson, Miss.-a Bails News It 

Meml U is 


PubliSlreT^of the Mik 


riO - O I 
theater, 11 


nion-Leader and several otlgr PRB)rS.R3 

National Committee, Citizens Foreign ARrfcomrnutec 
(U/25/63 letterhead); National Policj^Committee, Fjqr , _ 
America (Sept, 1957 brochure); National Advisory Board, 
Young Americans for Freedom (2/63 letterhead); Spon¬ 
sor, American Committee for Aid to Katanga Freedom 
Fighters (1/11/63 letterhead); Member, American Afro- 
Asian Educational Exchange, Inc, (6/12/63 letterhead); 
Board of Directors, Citizens' Foreign Relations Com¬ 
mittee (2/11/57 letterhead); Committee of One Million 
Against the Admission of Communist China to the 
United Nations (9/27/63 letterhead); and Member, Com¬ 
mittee bn Electoral College,-^Reform-ofthe American'T* 


jffiovf'“Barnett, who earlier had resisted Federal de¬ 
segregation of Mississippi University, was represented 
as saying that Satterfield's plans were approved by the 
Commission, which the Sun described as "the state's 
official segregation watchdog, " (Financial support from 
the Commission is documented below.) Gov, Barnett 
ted as saying that Earle Johnston, Jr., 
mission, and Satterfield had 
t ashington to arrange meetings. 
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Good Government Society (3/9/^Betterhead). Loeb 
hps also served as a director a^^was President from 
1941-1943 of the American China Policy Association 
( Who's Who , 1962-63), which was one of the organiza¬ 
tional bulwarks of the so-called China lobby. 





H 






Sec 1 - ORG 




IJdKght covering much the same argu- 
ol^^d by Human Events (10/12/63) with 


\ 


James Jacksonjg>j(Bj.trick, Vice .Chairman. Editor,* 
‘‘‘Richmond News Leafoar , and credited by Time maga-P" 
zine (10/26/63) with running an editorial campaign 
"that, in large measure, polarized Southern resistance 
y to school integration. " Vice-Chairman of the Virginia 
Commission on Constitutional Government and Chair¬ 
man of its Committee on Publications (9/63 letterhead; 
this is an official agency of the state). Author, Our 
Sovereign States and The Southern Case for School 
Segregation. Editorial Advisor, Modern Age , (mast¬ 
head, Spring, 1962) and contributor to National Review 
(masthead, 11/19/63). Among his views: "The Negro is / 
fundamentally and perhaps unalterably inferior; he is 
alBo immoral, indolent, inept, incapable of learning, 
and uninterested in full racial equality. The segrega¬ 
tionist. South feels no guilt about keeping the Negro in 
his proper place--that is to say, in separate schools 
.... " ( Time , op . cit. ) 

Note: Both Loeb and Kilpatrick testified before the 
Senate Committee on Commerce in opposition to the 
public accommodations features of pending civil rights 
legislation a few days before their new co-ordinating 
committee was made public — and without referring to 
it. Also, Satterfield filed a statement in opposition, 
representing himself. (Part 1 of Hearings on S. 1732, 
July-August 1963, indexed) 

Operations 

Pamphlets: The first pamphlet published by the Com¬ 
mittee is called "S-1731: The Federal Eye Looking Down 
Your Throat" and argues that the alleged controls in 
proposed legislation will affect nearly everyone in the 
country. This was later printed in color, with a cover 
showing two sinister eyes glaring at the reader from 
under an "Uncle Sam" hat. The most recent version 
depicts a heavy chain running down each slender page. 

"Blueprint for Total Federal Regimentation" is another 
pamphlet widely distributed with the group's imprint on 
the back. Subtitled "Analysis of Civil Rights Act 1963, " 
it is written by Loyd Wright and John C. Satterfield, 
both of whom are identified with respective legal firms 
and as members of the American Bar Association. 

Wright was ABA President six years before Satterfield 
and ran unsuccessfully against Senator Thomas Kuchel 
in the 1962 California Republican primary as a conserva¬ 
tive. - Wright is also head of the National Strategy Com¬ 
mittee of the American Security Council (Sec, 4, 

Special Report Hi), a Trustee of Americans for Con¬ 
stitutional Action (Sec. 4, Special Report #9), and a 
board member of the Americanism Educational League 
(letterhead 7/62), 

The Wright-Satterfield pamphlet begins with this note: 
"Although many of the major features of 'The Civil 
Rights Act of 1963' are unconstitutional on their face, 
this review is limited to a discussion thereof as if the 
proposals were constitutional and became law, " Dis¬ 
tribution of the pamphlet, with a covering letter person- , 
ally addressed, has included members of Congress, 
labor leaders and other opinion molders. An article by 


Satterfield and 

menta was w, . ... ,—,—...— ,, 

pictures of both men and a box urging readers to write V— 
to Congress opposing the bills. f ) 

Similarly, James J. Kilpatrick has mailed many copies 
of a 24-page pamphlet, "Civil Rights and Legal Wronger", 
published by the Virginia Commission on Constitutional 
Government, in opposition to the legislation. Kil¬ 
patrick signs a covering letter as 1 Chairman of the 
Commission's Committee on Publications and uses 
Commonwealth of Virginia letterheads. An accompany¬ 
ing brochure explains that "The Commission's work is 
financed through a State appropriation of $125, 000 a year," 

A Kilpatrick letter dated September, 1963, and received 
in Wyoming Includes this explanation; 

You got on this mailing list because we went to a 
fellow in Washington who is in the mailing list 
business, and from him we got the names of all 
the lawyers, doctors, dentists, optometrists, 

..capital administrators, state and local officials, — 

and school superintendents in Wyoming. We would / 

have bought a list of the school teachers too, but it / 
cost too much money. All we want is to talk with 
you a few minutes about the pending civil rights bill. 

The same pamphlet has been offered as a bonus by 
Liberty Lobby, a far-right Washington operation, and 
appeared in article form over Kilpatrick's name in 
National Review magazine (9/24/63). 


Advertisements: In late November, display ads began 




appoarlng under the banner of "Civil Rights & Legal . J 
Wrongs" in weekly newspapers around Wyoming, Mon¬ 
tana and Idaho, . Measuring nearly a foot wide and as' 
tall as a newspaper page, the ads appealed to employers, 
employees, professional and businessmen, school 
personnel, unions and "everyone" to write Congress in 
opposition to the civil rights bill. The ads were spon¬ 
sored by the Coordinating Committee for Fundamental 
American Freedoms and signed by Loeb and Synon. 

A different format and a different message appeared as 
an ad in the Summit, Miss, , Sun (9/26/63) with a local 
angle: "Contact The County Farm Bureau Office For 
Information And Make A Donation, Large Or Small, To 
The Committee," ~ ~ 

Articles; In mid-November, articles by John C. Sat¬ 
terfield started appearing in country newspapers linking 
the proposed civil rights bill with Federal control of 
agriculture. For example, the St. Joseph County 
Observer (U/13/63), published at Centreville, Michigan, 
carried an article headlined "From Crop Control To 
People Control, " Satterfield was identified only as 
"Past Pres, American Bar Assn, " Another paper, the 
Lawton (Mich,) Leader of Nov, 14 identified Satterfield 
with Fundamental American Freedoms in carrying.the 
same article, 

> _ Income 


The organization filed its first report with the Clerk of J 
the U, S. House of Representatives, as lobbying groups ' - ^ 
are required to do, in a letter dated October 9 and cover¬ 
ing the 3rd quarter of 1963, 

On the income side, the report disclosed that $20, 000 out 

































legislative assistant to Senator John Tower (R-Texas) 
until Sept, 3CC (N, Y. Times 11/4/63) *■ 


of a total of $22, 000 spent through Sept, 30 was received 
from thevMississippi State Sovereignty Commission. 
Incidentally, Satterfield's personal filing as a lobbyist 
listed both the Commission and the Co-ordinating Com¬ 
mittee as employer, although it did not say which paid 
how much of the $6, 000 he received for services, plus 
$1,500 for expenses. 


$2, 200 to Herbert Liebenson, of Silver Spring, Md. -- 
"Research service for pamphlets, " This is apparently 
the man who is listed as Research Director of the 
National Small Business Association, in that organi¬ 
zation's magazine, Small Business Bulletin, legis¬ 
lative Edition 1962, 


The other receipts came from Bruce Dunston, identi¬ 
fied by the New York Times (11/4/63) as "a Richmond 
real estate owner and philanthropist, " and Landon Lane, 
of Alta Vista, Va., identified by the Times as "vice 
president of the Lane Company, which makes cedar 
chests. " Each contributed $1, 000. 


In addition, the New York Times (11/4/63) stated that 
"the Committee also hired a Washington lawyer, George 
Stephen Leonard, at a reported fee of $750 a month, " 


On the expenditure side , Synon was paid at the rate of 
$519. 23 per week, plus travel, food and lodging and the 
usual printing, postage, secretarial and other office 
expenses were listed. In addition, the following items 
were of significance in the total expenditure of $23,413, 71 
during the quarter: • 


$114. 64 to Mr b. Ray L. Erb, Washington, D. C,, 
"travel-committee meetings." Mrs, Erb is a former 
National Defense Chairman of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution (Martha Strayer: The PAR ; 
Washington, Public Affairs Press, p, 259); on the 
Advisory Board of Billy James Hargis's Christian 
Crusade (brochure, 1961); and is Editor of Report to 
America, organ of The American Coalition of Patriotic 
Societies, a far-right Washington group. 


$45, 00 to V, C, Mathews, Sgnate Office Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D. C. -- "Clerical help — Mailing circulars. " 
The Senate telephone directory lists a Vivian C. Mathews 
as an employee of the Senate Internal Security Sub¬ 
committee, 




$525. 00 to U, S. Press Association, McLean, Va. -- 
"Printing and mailing circular, " This enterprise re¬ 
cently figured in hearings conducted by the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee into the use of news media 
in this country by agents of foreign countries. It 
specializes in sending prepared editorials to lists of 
newspaper editors for paying clients, (See Part 6 of 
Hearings, June 14, 1963) 


THE FEDERAL 
EYES LOOKING 

DOWN YOUR 


$1,453.77 to Patricia G. Lutz, Washington, D. C, -- 
"Salary - Secretary at $161. 53 per week, " Mrs. Lutz 
has been associated many years with Human Events , 
having been shown as Business Manager of that publica' 
tion in its Oct, 1, 1958, postal statement, for example. 


$300, 00 to Liberty Lobby, Washington, D. C. -- mail¬ 
ing pamphlet. This is a small but active, far-right 
group started in 1955. It keeps up a running flow of 
pamphletB and testimony on many issues, and its 
officers include extremists such as John Birch Society 
leaders, (See Sec, 1 - ORG) 


S-1731 HR7152 


$250. 00 to William Schulz, c/o Fulton Lewis, Jr., for 
"Research Service for Pamphlets." Schulz is an assist¬ 
ant to radio commentator Lewis (New York Times 
11/4/63); is a Director of Young Americans for Freedom 
(11/62 New Guard) ; and has written for Human Events 
(o.g, 10/13/61 masthead). 


THE CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE FOR 

FUNDAMENTAL AMERICAN FREEDOMS 

SUITE 620 • 301 FIRST STREET, N.E. • WASHINGTON, D. 0. 


$300, 00 to Horace Clay, Suite 312 Carroll Arms Hotel 
-- "Research service for pamphlets,Clay was a 


(Group Research, Inc. ) 







December 10, 1963 
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MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Attack by "The Co-Ordinating Committee for Fundamental 
American Freedom" upon the Civil Rights Bill currently 
before the Congress 

This memorandum was prepared for Commission, staff and state advisory 
committee member use in response to many recent inquiries from committee 
members and Members of Congress. 

A large advertisement attacking an early version of the Civil Rights 
program submitted by President Kennedy has been run by an organization called 
The Co-Ordinating Committee for Fundamental American Freedom in many parts 
of the-country. 

By omissions and distortions the advertisement misinterpreted the content 
of the legislation. Moreover, the~ad was prepared before the. House Judiciary 
Committee reported its bill to the House of Representatives. The bill now 

I , * . i 

before Congress is a. major revision of the version criticized by the advertise 
ment and many of the provisions which gave rise to the Committee's attack have 
been deleted. The amendments adopted by the House Judiciary Committee are 
referred to only once in the ad: "The so-called 'softening amendments' 
proposed by Attorney General Kennedy do not actually change the effects of the 
bill," Despite this claim, most of the statements made by the Committee for 

Fundamental American Freedom are not even relevant to the bill now pending in 

/ 1 • * • * ' 

the House of Representatives . 

In this memorandum we summarize the main provisions of the Civil Rights 
Bill now pending in the House of Representatives and discuss the main allega¬ 
tions of the Committee of Fundamental American Freedom. 


6A- 109/S'! - I 
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TITLE I - VOTING 

The 1957 and 1960 Civil Rights Act sought to guarantee to all citizens 
the right to vote without discrimination as to race or color and authorized 
the Attorney General to commence court action to prevent persons from inter¬ 
fering with the right to vote.'However, the Commission on Civil Rights found 
in 1963 that there are still at least 100 counties in 7 States where qualified 
Negro citizens are denied the right to vote by being forced to meet standards 
not applied to white citizens. Title 1 is Intended to cope with problems 
encountered in the implementation of these earlier Civil Rights Acts. 

With respect to elections held for the purpose of electing Federal 
officials, the bill would: 

a. prohibit the imposition of different standards 

for Negroes and whites seeking to register and vote, 

- -- --b,.'. prohibit the denial of the right to vote because 

of immaterial errors or omissions, 

c. require that any literacy test employed as a 

i 

qualification for voting be administered in writing 
and a copy of any individual's test be available on 
request, 

d. establish a rebuttable presumption that any person 
who has completed the 6th grade is literate. 

With respect to any voting proceeding commenced by the Government, 
the Attorney General may request the appointment of a three-judge court 
to hear the case initially. Appeals would be taken to the U.S, Supreme Court. 

The advertisement alleges that the Attorney General could commence a 
court action, and then register voters and have their ballots counted at the 
next election even if the court action were later found to be invalid. 

I 
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'S 

The civil rights bill does not give the Attorney General such powers. 

The provision which gave rise to this attack was deleted from an earlier 
version of the bill. 

TITLE II - DISCRDIINATION IN PLACES OF 
PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS 

Discrimination would be prohibited in specific places of public accom¬ 
modation whose operation affects Interstate commerce or whose practices of 
discrimination are supported by State action. An example of the latter would 
be State or local laws requiring proprietors to exclude or segregate Negro 
customers. The public accommodations covered include hotels and motels, 
restaurants, lunch counters, gasoline stations, theaters and stadiums or 
other facilities which are part of an establishment covered by the bill. 

The provision would be enforced by civil actions brought by the persons 
discriminated against or by the Attorney General. The Attorney General could 
use Federal, State or local public agencies to secure voluntary compliance 
before beginning the court proceeding. 

The advertisement alleges that any business and professional man who 
is licensed by a State or city would be considered a place of public accommo¬ 
dation and subject to the Act. It also alleges that any business offering 
goods or services to the public would be covered. 

The civil rights bill would not make persons or businesses licensed by a 
State or city subject to the Act by virtue of their license. Nor are all 
businesses offering goods and services to the public covered. Only those 
establishments specifically listed in the bill or physically part of a listed 
establishment would be subject to the Act. (The bill would not prohibit 
racial discrimination in barber shops, beauty parlors and many other service 
establishments, retail stores, bowling alleys and other places of recreation 
unless such places serve food. It would not cover hotels or lodging houses 
which have less than six rooms for rent in a building occupied by the proprietor^) 
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Merely operating under a State regulation-would not make an establishment 
subject to the Act. The advertisement again apparently is referring to an 
earlier version of the bill. 

The advertisement suggests that the public accommodation bill would be a 
vast extension of Federal control and that it is unconstitutional. However, 
businesses open to the public are already subject to many Federal, State and 
local regulations (e.g,, anti-trust laws, zoning ordinances, health and 
sanitation standards) designed to protect the public and business itself. The 
proposed legislation prohibiting racial discrimination by certain businesses 
serving the public is similar to statutes already in existence in 30 States. 1 
These statutes have been held constitutional. 

TITLE III - PUBLIC FACILITIES 

The Attorney General is authorized to institute civil actions against any 
publicly owned or operated facility (such as a State owned park) whenever he 
receives-a-complaint of-discrimination... :i .Such facilities are required by the 
Constitution not to engage in racial discrimination, but many still do 
discriminate. 

He is also authorized to intervene in any action seeking relief from the 
denial of equal protection of the laws on account of race, color, religion or 
national origin. 

The advertisement does not specifically comment on this Title of the bill. 

TITLE IV - PUBLIC EDUCATION 

The U.S. Office of Education is directed to conduct a survey on the 
availability of equal educational opportunity. It is authorized to render 
technical assistance to school districts in the implementation of desegregation 
plans, to arrange training institutes for school personnel and to make grants 
to school boards to employ specialists for in-service training. These plans 
have been required by law since 1954 when the Supreme Court ruled that enforced 
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racial segregation in public schools violates the Constitution. This provision 
is intended to assist school boards which wish to comply with their constitutiona 
obligations. 

The Attorney General is authorized to institute civil actions upon receipt 
of complaints alleging the continuance of school segregation. 

The advertisement alleges that the U.S. Commissioner of Education 
"could influence the transfer of children from one school t -~j another .... 
until racial balance exists." It quotes the bill as referring to "racial 
imbalance." 

The civil rights bill gives no authority to the Commissioner of Education 
to require or influence the transfer of children. The bill now before the 
House makes no mention of "racial imbalance." 

TITLE V - COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

The Commission on Civil Rights is made a permanent agency and in 
addition to its present functions of investigating denials of the right to vote 
and infringements of equal protection guarantees, and appraising Federal 
policies, the Commission is directed to serve as a national clearinghouse for 
civil rights information and to investigate general allegations of voting frauds 
not related to racial discrimination. 

The advertisement does not comment on this Title .of the bill. 

TITLE VI - FEDERALLY ASSISTED PROGRAMS 

Each Federal agency which administers a program of financial assistance 
by grants, loans or contracts is directed to require the elimination of 
discrimination under the program. 

Action of a Federal agency effectuating this requirement might include 
the termination of or refusal to grant assistance. If such action were taken, 
it would be subject to review by the courts. 
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The advertisement attacks this provision as an extension of Federal 
control beyond that presently exercised as part of the normal supervision of 
Federal expenditures. 

The Supreme Court has ruled that the Constitution prohibits the Federal 
Government or its instrumentalities from discriminating because of race. 

Other Federal courts have ruled that private or public agencies receiving 
Federal financial assistance cannot deny the benefits of the program to 
persons because of their race. Title VI of the civil rights bill simply 
states these rulings as a principle supported by Congress. It says in effect 
that when Federal tax monies are collected from all citizens regardless of 
color the benefits flowing from Federal expenditures of these monies should be 
available to all citizens regardless of color. For example, this Title would 



> Hospitals constructed with Federal funds to serve all 

patients without regard to race, color or national origin; 

State employment agencies entirely financed by Federal 
funds to refer qualified job applicants to employment 
opportunities without discrimination; 

Elementary and secondary schools constructed and main¬ 
tained by Federal funds to admit children without regard 
to race, color or national origin; 

4 

Colleges and universities receiving Federal funds for the 
construction and operation of research centers to admit 
students without discrimination. 
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The advertisement says this bill will apply to farmers and to homeowners, 

i 

implying that they will be "subject to Federal Control." Actually, the bill 
simply means that when Federal money is made available to help farmers it must 
be available to Negro farmers as well as white farmers without racial 
discrimination. It means that when the Federal Government makes funds or credit 
available to builders or banks for the construction of homes, the homes must 
be offered to all persons eligible to buy them without regard to race. 

TITLE VII - EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

An Equal Employment Opportunity Commission would be created to receive 
or initiate complaints alleging discrimination by employers in industries 
affecting interstate commerce with 25 or more employees or by labor unions or 
employment agencies whose activities affect interstate commerce. The Commission 
would seek to eliminate any discriminatory practices found by conciliation 
and persuasion and would bring "civil actions in which the courts would examine 
the facts. If this court finds racial or religious discrimination, it would 
order the discriminating employer or union to hire on the basis of merit rather 
than race or religion. 

Also, the President would receive congressional backing for the program 
he is now carrying out to insure equal employment opportunities for employees 
of the Federal Government and of Government contractors. 

The advertisement alleges that employees could be told by Federal officials 
"whom they shall hire, fire, promote and demote, and how they shall handle 
their employees." It also alleges that employers could be required to maintain 
a work force which is balanced along racial or religious lines, and that the 
rights of employees within their company could be destroyed. 

The civil rights bill does not give the Federal Government these powers. 

It only requires that employers, labor unions and employment agencies treat 
all persons on the basis of their merit and ability and without regard to 
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their race, color, religion or national origin. Employers subject to the 
bill are free to hire, promote or fire anyone they want provided their action 
is not based on the person's race, color, religion or national origin. And, 
under the bill, it would be as unlawful for an employer to discriminate against 
a white applicant because of race as it would be if he discriminated against 
a Negro. 

TITLE VIII - VOTING STATISTICS 

The Secretary of Commerce is directed to conduct a survey of persons 
of voting age by race, color and national origin and to determine the extent 
to which such persons have registered and have voted. 

The advertisement did not comment on this Title of the bill, 

TITLE IX - REMOVAL IN CIVIL RIGHTS CASES 

The order of a Federal court sending a civil rights case back to a 
State court shall be reviewable by appeal. \ 

The advertisement did not comment on this Title of the bill. 

CONCLUSION 

The civil rights bill pending before the House would not , as the 
advertisement alleges, deprive people of their personal liberties. It would 
prevent discrimination because of race, religion or national origin. And it 
would not even prevent all forms of discrimination. ^It prohibits discrimi¬ 
nation by government officials in education and voting; discrimination by 
large employers and unions in their hiring practices; discrimination by 
business establishments which operate in interstate commerce and are open 
to the general public; and discrimination by institutions such as universities 
and hospitals which give service provided by Federal funds. The bill would 
certainly not prohibit a homeowner from deciding whom he wants to invite to 
his house, or a private club from restricting its membership on the basis 


of race. 
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Contrary to the advertisement's allegations, the bill does not deny 
anyone's constitutional rights. In fact, its major provisions are designed 
to secure rights which are guaranteed by the Constitution but which have 
been denied some citizens. The constitutionality of the major provisions 
of this legislation is supported by bar associations, eminent lawyers and 
law teachers throughout the Nation. 


Prepared by the staff, 

U.S. Commission on Civil Rights 
Washington, D.C. 20425 
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By John C. Satterfield 
Pasl President, American Bar Association 
- 1 • • .. • a •••/". 

Last s » 3ri "B lhc American wheat 1 - -imbalance- Un 
farmer thought that he had made; _ 

lus point m rejecting Federal con- | (or Ulc President’s 
tfol. But farmers who fought the | )r »ittec with the autb 
battle against further’ Federal I in Title VI of the IB 


. . .. .• 

Trap Set 

would be trapped if 


The farmer 
he - depends in any degree on 
benefits from the Farm Credit Ad¬ 
ministration, the Commodity Cre¬ 
dit Corporation, the Soil Conserva¬ 
tion Service, the Federal Crop In- ( 
surance Corporation, the Farmers 
Home Administration, or the For¬ 
estry Service. -• 

Worse than all of this, many in¬ 
nocent people would suffer. The 
farmer’s bank must call in his. 
loans or withdraw from the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve System. No depositor 
in any bank where he has a savings 
account would be protected by the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Cor¬ 
poration. 

I The farmer’s..cooperative would 
have its low-interest loans recalled 1 
by the Bank for Cooperalfv eirTlic 
Rural Electrification Administra¬ 
tion would not be allowed to con¬ 
tinue to aid his power co-op. To 
protect his neighbors, the lanner 
must either submit- to Federal 
regulation Or give up the services 
which are necessary to survival. 

All of this Federal regulation is 
contained in President Kennedy's 
civil rights bill. That is why many 
farmers have come to the con¬ 
clusion that the bill is only 10 per 
cent civil, rights'and 90 per cent 
expansion of Federal power. 


escaping Federal regimentation. 
Any farmer is included in the con¬ 
trols if he is a Federal contractor, 
directly or indirectly. He can 
escape, only if he does not receive 
the benefits of any Federal as¬ 
sistance program. 

Even so, the Federal government 
has enmeshed itself so deeply in 
the economy that nearly everyone 
can be considered a Federal con¬ 


tractor under the proposed Jdw, | 
And . all Federal contractors can ' 
have their benefits cut off if theyj 
do not accept the verdict of the! 
appointed Civil Rights Commis.-J 
sion. ’ • , • : 

In short, any farmer who does! 
not submit can be quickly.l 
Strangled. His crop subsidies could- 
be cut off. Payments from the Fed-; 
eral Land Banks cquld be. slopped! 
and he could be denied help from! 
the Agricultural Marketing Serv-'i 

ice- ... . ... 


by the authority to withhold Fed-; 
eral funds granted in the bill. The] 
proposed law directs the Commis-' 
sion to hire us many agents as are' 
necessary to do its work. The] 
agents will have the power to ex-; 
amine any farmer’s records nnd | 
books. It will study all of his 
transactions and the day-to-day- 
affairs of the farm. 
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MISSISSIPPI FUNDS STSsIrE 
FIGHT RIGHTS BILL Ss'S'^g 

—-- . North Carolina, and Virginia. 

^ -r- The committee had called its 

• State Gives $20,000 in Tax p, 0 g rarn ••the greatest unified 
Mnne.v to Canitnl Lobbv .project ever undertaken in the 


Money to Capitol Lobby 


By BEN A. PRANKMN 
sixtlai lo The New Turk Tlmee 
WASHINGTON. Nov. 3 
. Public funds of the S.tate 
Mississippi are supporting 


~ 1 * -v | south." 

- 1 But many sovereignty com- 

l lmANKltN missions were largely paper 
• 1 * organizations at the outset and 

ic New Yg.t TJmd n<JW , lorm ant. With little 

1'ON, Nov. 3 — financial backing. The commit- 
of the S.tate of tee’s report shows that, through 
re supporting the Sept. 30, only Mississippi had 


1 most active lobby here against contributed, 
civil rights legislation. The only other reported con- 

Roports filed with the Clerk' trlbutions have been made by 
of the House of Representatives! two Virginians. '— Landon B. 
show that $20,000 has been naid, Lane of Altavista, vice presi- 

t., - -- 

by the Mississippi State Sov- dent of the Lane Company. 

ercignty .Commission, a tax- which manufactures cedar 

sunnorted state aeenev to the chests < and Bruce E>unstan ' a 
supported state agency to tne Richmon(1 rcal csUtc cr 

Coordinating Committee for. and philanthropist. Each con- 

Fundamentai American Free-, tributlon was $1,000. 

doms, Inc. , j Loeb Is Chairman 

The committee, which was Th# comnl!Ucc c!ialr „; fln ls 

oiganlzcd .ast July to oppose william Loeb. the conservative 
the Administration's civil rights rriitol . an<i nublisher of The 
bill “ana s:l .similar legislam n,’’ Mancne ,t :r I.N.H.) Union I-cad- 
/rcctntly registered as a lobby; cr_*nd-A'hcr newspapers. The 
The committee maintains a vice ebalimsn ls James irtilt:" 
suite at the Carroll Arms Hotel, pa uick. editor of Tl.c Richmond 
; a Capitol Hill landmark that News Leader. These posts were 
.overlooks the two Senate office described as largely honorary, 
buildings. Th e secretary-treasurer and 

Industry Backing Sought “ most active top officer is John 
It has tried to enlist the £ Satterfield of . Yazoo City, 
support of other lobbyists here, Miss., a close adviser to Gov. 
notably those representing in-- .Boss R. Barnett, 
dusttial and trade associations 1 As president of the American! 


and has spent more than $23,-1 
000 in two months. 

Since its creation by the Leg¬ 
islature in 1956, the Mississippi 
Sovereignty Commission has 
used public funds extensively to 
underwrite, programs of the' 
Citizens Councils of America, 
an .extreme segregationist or¬ 
ganization. Attempts to chal¬ 
lenge this use of tax funds have 
failed in the courts. 

The coordinating- committee 
reported the $20,000 contribu¬ 
tion in its lobbyist's registra-. 
lion statement. Such state-; 
mciils aro required to be filed 
quarterly. The committee's-re¬ 
port covered its operations ; 
during the three months ending 
Sept. 30 

The committee said earlier 
that it would count heavily on 


Bar Association in 1961 andl! 
1062, Mr. Satterfield charged 
that the Supreme Court was 
eroding slates' rights and 
threatening the country's lib¬ 
erty and security by giving 
'•inordinate weight" to the 
rights of individuals. 

I' A i year ago he served as a 
special adviser to Governor 
iB&rnett during the crisis that* 

!followed the admission of James 
H. Meredith as the University 
of Mississippi's first Negro stu-. 
dent. 

The committee's assistant sec-’ 
retary and staff director is. 
John J. Synon, a Richmond pub¬ 
lic relations man who once 
served as a special assistant to 
former Gov. Goodwin J. Knight 
of California. The committee's 
lobbying report said Mr. Synon 


was paid $519.63 a wdek, plus 
expenses. 

The committee was also hired 
a Washington lawyer, Georgo 
Stephen Leonard, at a reported 
fee of $750 a month. 

Its report showed that it had 
paid $500 to Horace B. Clay, 
a former legislative assistant to 
Senator John B. Tower, Repub¬ 
lican of Texas, for "research oq 
pamphlets." . , 

Senator Tower's office said: 
Mr. Clay had resigned his jobj 
there Sept. 30. '1 

The report also listed a pay-| 
ment of $250 to William Schulz,' 
an assistant to Fulton Lewis Jr,, 
the radio commentator, for "re-' 
search service for pamphlets.'* 
It disclosed a payment of 
5114.6* for “travel, committee 
meetings.” to Mrs. Ray.L. Erb 


of Washington, former national! 
defense chairman of the Daugh-j 
ters of the American Revolu-j 
tion. Mrs. Erb is now an em-v 
ploye of' the American Coali-j 
L tion^^Palriotic j Societies,j^ncJ 





(by John C. Satterfield, Past President (1961-62) of The American 
Bar Asso., and Secretary-Treasurer of The Coordinating Committo 
for Fundamental American Freedoms.) 

A person would be well advised ,_ 

to look behind whatever emotional Hottentot-Buddhist, but do noth- 
facade ho may have erected con- ing to disturb the racial and re- 
. cerning civil rights. That is, civil ligiotw ratio of the employment 
rights as the Kennedys are apply- Ridiculous? Well, it seems so, 
ing the term in their .bill now But that is the sense of the Civil 
pending in the House of Rcpre- Rights Bill of 1963. 
sentatives. ' , Take it from another view- 

For, what carries the overtones point, that of the employee al- 
of justice to the downtrodden is, ready at work. Suppose, a firm 
' in fact, a: means to put those who has a staff of, say, 125 people, 
work, everyone who' works — em- the great majority of whom have 
ployers, employees, union men worked in harmony for years, 
and non-union men — behind the Under this bill a Federal inspec- 
pale of a police state. tor could walk in off the street — 

So far as- hiring or being hired, just arbitrarily, without any com- 
if this bill becomes law, the plaint having been made — count 
American people will do as the heads and subsequently, charge 
Federal government tells them to the employer with violation of the 
do or they will'- pay the penalty, employment statutes as - . they ap- 
And such penalties,, under the ply to race and religion: That 
Civil Rights Act' of. 1963, run the inspector, under this bill,, could, 
gamut, from fines and : imprison- arbitrarily tell the employer - how 
• ment, to the destruction) of busi- many Caucasion-Protcstants 7 he 
nesses, the loss of' jobs' and the must dispose of for others 7 of an- 
. emasculation of labor unions. other race, another religion: 

Consider the situation - as it will Say a bank hod an - opening for 
apply to union Hiring halls; a a stenographer and a Negro wo- 
carpentcr's hiring hall,, say. man applied for the job and’was: 

If a contractor,,in the course of refused employment, no - reason 
events, were to- request of the given. If the ratio of Negroes in 
union a dozen carpenters, under that area were such as to- call for 
the provisions of this bill, he a "Negro secretary in that bank’s 
might very well be in - for the - sur- stenographic pool, the woman 
prise of his life. Heretofore - ,, his- would be hired or a - frightening 
torically, the unions, have adher- train of events could be put into 
od to strict rules of-seniority, first effect. 

in, first out. They won’t be al- For, the assumption - would be— 

lowed - to do_.that any ,more._In- unless-the bank could prpve^other- 

stead, they may be required' t.v wise-the woman had - peen refused 
send the contractor •’carpenters” employment because of her race; 
in ratio -to the racial makeup of Faced with that sort of arbitrnri- 
the area. And if the area-makeup ness, how could the employer, 
has 15 per cent Chinese,. 20 per prove this was not so. How could 
.cent Eskimos, 30 per cent White, he prove he had refused! employ- 
30 per cent Negro and five per ment, say, because of a. persona! 
cent Hottentot, that contractor is belief he held as to the woman’s, 
going to get 15 per cent Chinese honesty or morality?, 
carpenters, 20 per cent Eskimo How could he? Most likely; he - 
carpenters, 30 per cent White-ear- couldn’t. But he must; or hire- 
, penters and five per cent Hotten- the woman, for, under the - Civil 
tot carpenters, regardless-of! their Rights Act of 1963, the burden of 
position of seniority in the; union, proof is on the employer.; he must 
And if the union doe3 not. comply prove his innocence. And! that, it 
'with the Federal edict — assume need not be added, is:'the-earmark 
it can't comply — and the con- of the police state, guilty until 
> tractor puts to work those, carport- proven innocent, ■ ■ 

tors (whatever their racial! make- Consequently,’ the banker, would, 
up) sent him by the union; both cither hire an unsatisfactory ap--'- 
he and the union will be im vio- plicant or the Federal' govern- 
Iation of Federal law. ment could rescind its; insurance 

And that only begins it,.If the on the bank’s deposits. A'nd'there 
area is composed of 30. pen- cent is no. bank, today, - , that can suc- 
Protestants, 30 per cent Catholics, cessfully operate without FDIC. 

10 per cent Jewish, five, per. - cent Actually, the bill!-goes; beyond ; 
Buddhist, and so on, the workmen even these outrageous illustra- ; 
i must be juggled again,, juggled tions. If a customer of'the bank' 
until they come out even: as it ls held to be in violation - of Fed- i 
applies to religion as well as raco. cral law — is judged: guilty of. 
You ask, but what of their-abil- racial or religious discrimination— ! 

: ity, suppose a Hottentot-Buddhist under this bill, that; bank: can be • 
proves to be an inferior carpen- fold to stop doing- business with ] 
ter? its customer or. iti, the: bank, will* 

Well, the bill makes no provi- pay the penalty, - , have its FDIC 
sion for competence. It applies to lifted. 

race and religion and- if one-. Hot- Sympathy for. - the d’owntrodcn 
tcntot-Buddhist is an incompetent, is one thing, a, police; state is 
then replace him with another quite another... 
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eral grants and loans ana guarantee's to States and 
individuals. 


By legislative sleight-of-hand it would cover 
almost every man, woman and child in the coun¬ 
try. It would bring under Federal control every 
firm that engages in a greatly expanded concept 
of interstate commerce; every establishment or 
individual who pays for a “privilege license” from 
the state; every business touched in any way by 
what Administration officials call Federal “grants, 
contracts, insurance, guaranties or otherwise.” 


IfadleraO Tsolkecveir tfrssswi Mo© SffsrJes 

Under this legislation) the States would be little 
more than local governmental agencies, existing 
as appendages of the central government and 
largely subject to its control. It would result in 
a totally powerful National Government with un¬ 
ending authority to intervene in all private affairs 
among men, and to control and adjust property 
and business relationships in accordance with the 
judgment of Government personnel. 


NOTE—Any part or all of this material may be re¬ 
produced or utilized with or without quotation or credit. 
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tfllse FedlermJ sorsflrolls wradecr "Ifae CsvSO IStglhiCs 
©tf 195)3" «»fRJec?s you aff you*— 

o Own a home or help jbuild, buy or sell one. 

o Own a business where the goods you offer or 
use have moved in interstate commerce. 

o Pay a license tax to any city or state. 

o Are receiving or expect to receive veteran’s 
social security or welfare benefits. 

o Participate in any federal farm financial pro¬ 
gram, such as production credit, REA, soil con¬ 
servation, or deal with federal land, cooperative 
or soil banks, etc. 

° Own stock in a corporation which sells or uses 
goods which have moved in interstate commerce 
or have loans or other contracts with banks 
affected by the FDI0, FHA, SBA, VA or con¬ 
tracts in any other federal financial program or 
activity. 

o Have or expect to have a child in elementary 
school, high school or! college. 

o Vote in federal, state or local elections. 


¥!he Fester®! pemaEffnes 
McF off UTO3" maxy ins' 


underJhe " 

Iwst®*— 


o Federal dictation as to whom you sell or render 
services, whom you hire, lire or advance in your 
employ, where your children will go to school 
and who will vote, 

o Withdrawal of federal insurance and guaranty 
(such as FDIC, FHA and VA) by administra¬ 
tive officials without notice or hearing. 


* This proposed Act amends more than 100 acts 
creating federal programs and activities. The controls 
and penalties apply differently under different Titles of 
the Act. For a detailed breakdown and analysis write 
us at once, airmail: 


o Calling and foreclosure of loans, refusing loans, 
exclusion from programs, activities, supports, 
subsidies or benefits by administrative officials 
without notice of hearing. 

o Blacklisting of banks, contractors, schools, busi¬ 
nesses, corporations or individuals by adminis¬ 
trative officials without notice or hearing. 

o Fine and imprisonment of citizens or state and 
local officials in suits brought at taxpayers ex¬ 
pense, injunctions, assessment of damages, 
attorney’s fees and costs, all without jury trial. 

Fader®! ©oetfaDorsfoop 

This legislation is 10 percent civil rights and 
90 percent extension of federal control. The civil 
rights features are a smokescreen. It was not 
recommended in the President’s Civil Rights Mes¬ 
sage of February 28 nor contained in his Civil 
Rights Act introduced on April 4 (with the excep¬ 
tion of the voting provisions). It was first recom¬ 
mended on June 19. 

This legislation recommended by the President 
vests in one individual—the Attorney General— 
more naked, raw power over the life and property 
of the citizens of this nation than has ever before 
been held. It would bestow upon the President’s 
younger brother almost unlimited power and 
authority to interfere with and intrude upon the 
most sensitive phases of our society and economy. 
For instance, the Attorney General, just before an 
election, could move into marginal areas, register 
tens-of-thousands of voters and these votes would 
count even if, at a later date, a court set aside his 
action. 

It would control and regulate where a man lives 
and where he eats, for whom he works and the 
paycheck he receives. It would affect the admin¬ 
istration of multi-billion dollar programs of Fed- 
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This pamphlet concerns you, if you: 

Own a home 

Are an employer or employee 

Belong to a union 

Work under civil service 
(Federal or State) 

Pay a license tax to any State or City 
Offer goods or services to the public 

(business or professional) 

Borrow money from a bank 

Deposit money in a bank 

Benefit from any Federal farm progra 

Have a child in school 

Vote 

Receive or expect to receive 

—Social Security 
—Veterans' benefits 
—Old age pensions 
—Retirement beneFits 



mr 


UNDER THE 
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THE PRESIDENT IS SEEKING 





The Administration' has proposed a package 
of legislation under the title ‘The Civil Rights 
Act of 1963.” \^r : . ") 

This bill is now" pending-'before Congress as 
SB 1731 and HR 71^2 apd other bills. In sub¬ 
stance, it is an extension! of Federal control— 
executive and administrative—-over individuals, 
business and the States. What purports to be an 
act to “equalize”/civil rights is, in fact, but JO 
percent civil rights and 90 percent extension of 
Federal executive, power. I Consequently, if this 
legislation is enacted and upheld, the Federal gov¬ 
ernment will have acquired, in one blow, greater 
control over the lives of individuals an d over State 
and local governments than it/has acquired in all 
such legislation passed since our nation was 
founded. Personal liberty Avill be chained by the 
over-riding power of the Federal government. 

J ’** 

Consider the facts: 




1. This IegislatjioV amends pvery act of Con¬ 
gress “providing Or,'.authorizing direct or indirect 
financial assistaneji” in connection with any “pro¬ 
gram or activity Ipy way of grant, contract, loan, 
insurance, guaranty of otherwise.” 


_Y- 


} 


FEPC covering every 


Federal FEPC . 

;... ' 

2. It creates a Federal 
“contractor or subcontractor" connected with any 
such program or activity -and does not limit its 
force and effect to ..government contractors. Every 
large corporation /and most small corporations as 
well as individuals wilhbe^ubject to the power of 
the Federal government to! supervise the employ- 


I 


] 





ment, the discharge, the promotion, the demotion, 
the compensation' and the transfer of its employ¬ 
ees. Unlimited sanctions are authorized to enforce 
federal requirements that “rafcial imbalance” or 
“religious imbalance” be removed in common 
labor, skilled labor, supervisory employees, cor¬ 
poration directors or ^ice presidents. 

Blacklist 

1* • /v 

3. These would include cancellation of con¬ 
tracts, black-listihg- for .future contracts, with¬ 
drawal of grant,'insurance or (guaranty. 

Among the “contractors and subcontractors” 
who are affected ,are Ithose who “benefit” in any 
way from financial dealings with every Federal 
agency. To name\a few; The Federal Reserve 
System; FD1C; SBA; the VA; FHA; PHA; 
FNMA; and the CHA. It covers customers— 
depositors and borrowers;—of these institutions 
who by contract “participate^ in” or benefit from 
the program or activity of these agencies. This 
includes home ovvners, businesses, realtors, de¬ 
velopers, contractors,! Subcontractors, as well as 
public schools ancl college?. 

I * ■'V\ { < V 

4. me Act (including the federal FEPC) af¬ 
fects everyone who, receives any sort of financial 
contractual benefit from the programs of the Farm 
Credit Administration (including Federal Land 
Banks and Banks for Co-operatives), from the 
Commodity Credit^ Corporation, Soil Conserva¬ 
tion Service, Federal Crop Insurance Corporation, 
Farmers Home AdministratioA, Rural Electrical 
Administration, Forestry Service, Agricultural Re¬ 
search Service, Extension Service, and the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service, as jwell as other simi¬ 
lar activities and programs'^ the agricultural field. 

Union Seniority 

5. It would destroy Seniority rights within 
unions as well as civil service rights and non¬ 
union Seniority rights 1 . 

¥ • i 

Everything / \ 

6. In addition, under a palpably unconstitu¬ 
tional extension { of the'l Interstate Commerce 
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clause, the Act \y.o.uld extend tFederal control to 
retail shops, department [ stores, markets, drug 
stores—the bill enumerates all these establish¬ 
ments—gasoline stations, restaurants, motion pic¬ 
ture houses, theaters, stadiums, exhibition halls, 
public places of amusement, hotels, motels and 
lodging houses. It also Jwould extend govern¬ 
mental control to all establishments where “goods, 
services, facilities, privileges, advantages or ac¬ 
commodations are; held out tp\the public for sale, 
use, rent or hire.?; A . 


All Licenses ^ | ■ r-1 

; vj ;v‘ n].’. J 

7. In fact, the Act would draw under Federal 
control every individual or corporation which pays 
a tax to the States^for the privilege of doing 
business. 


Uncontrolled Power 

A;< • ' \ 

8. To insure the po\ye£/the Federal government 
desires in the field of “rate, religion or national 
origin,” the bill givesj the ( President and his ap¬ 
pointees, blanket; and uncontrolled authority to 
call loans; withdraw, support of the FDIC and the 
Federal Reserve x poard, and^ other similar en¬ 
tities; it gives the President and his appointees 
power to cancel contracts' it gives the power to 
blacklist banks, savings and loan associations, 
contractors, realtors, .farmers, cooperatives, farm 
organizations, and any other institution or per¬ 
sons falling withiii its classification. 

Education Too 

Lid I 

9. Under this proposed Acf, the Federal gov¬ 

ernment would obtain control oif education through 
the misuse of ever^existing,Federal financial pro¬ 
gram, including grants-in-aid, research grants, 
lunch programs, scholarships and similar activi¬ 
ties. In conjunction with the recommendations of 
the President in his-Tness.age of transmittal, the 
Act would turn oyer:—almost', in its entirety—the 
field of vocational education tb the Federal gov¬ 
ernment. ; 


I 
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And Elections 

Lrf-'K^ ' s> S - •! 

10. This Act proposes to tajke the first step to¬ 
ward placing all elections (“general, special or 
primary elections held; solejly or in part for the 
purpose of electing olr sejecting any candidate 
for public office”) under tne absolute control of 
the Federal government. LU would do so by de¬ 
termining, under certain circumstances, who would 
vote and who would not vote. I 


m. 

boCia 


Veterans and Socjal Security 

< . .1 I i 

11. It would place! under Federal control all 
individuals receiving Social Security, Veteran’s 
benefits, welfare finds-, school, lunch benefits, or 
any other benefits from any 1 -other Federal pro¬ 
gram or activity. Under this act, the Federal 
government would haye the right to manipulate 
such “benefits” (funds) and to require actions 
desired by the Federal government in connection 
with “discrimination^ ■ A 

■/* 

Big Brother's Hand 

12. It creates a new Federal Commission to 
meddle in and tajee Oyer^tnatters involving race 
relations in every community ijj the country. 

W?. ; 

Penalties | 

13. As to penalties Jundef the Act: Most would 
be inflicted by Federal inspectors without notice 
and without hearing *.;some Wo y uld be inflicted ad¬ 
ministratively, following a hearing, but without 
the right of trial by jury; ^ome would be inflicted 
by judicial proceedings under restraining orders 
or injunctions buj again, ^without trial by jury, 
with penalties to be fine orjimprisonment. 


’ fy » - i 


Shackles \ir .: •/ 

As stated earlier, the; Civil Rights Act of 1963, 
is the most far-reaching legislation ever proposed 
by any President of the United States. It docs, in 
fact, presage dictatorial control. It would destroy 
the private enterprise system—Athe bedrock of our 
economy—and would impose intolerable restric- 
tions on the personal fights and responsibilities of 
our people. It would shackle ys all. 



If yon want to maintain your personal 
liberty—your right of free choice—write 
your Senators (both of them) ami your 
Ctmgressman ami tell them you arc op- 
posed to The Civil Rights Act of 1963. 
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CIVIL 

RIGHTS 

AND 

LEGAL 

WRONGS 


A critical commentary upon the President's pending “Civil Rights ” 
Bill of 1963 , prepared and distributed by the Virginia Commission 
on Constitutional Government. ★★★★★★ ★★★★★★★ 



CIVIL 

RIGHTS 

AND 

LEGAL 

WRONGS 


From the moment the President’s omnibus 
Civil Rights Bill was introduced in June, 
the entire resources of the Federal Government 
have been thrown behind its support. 

As a consequence, many Americans 
have heard only a case for the bill. 

This commentary is an attempt to present 
the other side. 

(Third Printing) 


VIRGINIA COMMISSION ON CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT 

Travelers Building, Richmond, Virginia 




CIVIL RIGHTS AND LEGAL WRONGS 


The logic is said to go something like this; All decent Ameri¬ 
cans should support good things. All decent Americans should op¬ 
pose bad things. Racial discrimination is a bad thing. Bills to prohibit 
racial discrimination are good things. The President’s pending C'.vil 
Rights Bill is intended to prohibit racial discrimination. Therefore, 
his bill is a good thing, and all decent Americans should support it. 

If this were all there were to it—if the problem were as simple 
as A plus B, and therefore C—nothing could be gained by further 
discussion of the President’s proposal. All decent Americans would 
be of one mind. 

But the problems that have produced this bill are not easy prob¬ 
lems, and the bill is not a simple bill. One of the great distinctions of 
the American system is that we try always to distinguish between 
the means and the end—between the goal itself, and the way in 
which a goal is reached. Such careful distinctions need to be made 
in this case. 

We believe this bill is a very bad bill. In our view, the means 
here proposed are the wrong means. The weapons the President 
would contrive against race prejudice are the wrong weapons. In 
the name of achieving certain “rights” for one group of citizens, this 
bill would impose some fateful compulsions on another group of 
citizens. The bill may be well-intentioned—we question no man’s 
motivation in supporting it—but good intentions are not enough. In 
this area, we need good law. And the President's bill, in our view, is 
plain bad law. 

That is perhaps the least that could be said of it. In our judg¬ 
ment, this bill violates the Constitution in half a dozen different 
ways: 

It would tend to destroy the States’ control of their own voting 
requirements. 

It would stretch the Commerce Clause beyond recognition. 

It wrongly would invoke the 14th Amendment. 

It would undermine the most precious rights of property. 
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It would raise grave questions of a citizen’s right to jury trial. 

The bill would open new doors to the forces of government 
regimentation. 

And in the end, because of the violence that would be done to 
fundamental law, Americans of every race would suffer equal harm. 

The emotionalism of this turbulent summer is largely respon¬ 
sible for the serious attention now given the bill and for the eminent 
voices raised in its behalf. In a calmer climate, the bill’s defects 
would be readily apparent. But this is not a calm time; it is a pas¬ 
sionate time, and dispassionate thought comes hard. What is here 
proposed, in this brief pamphlet, is simply that we sit down and 
reason together. Those of us who strongly oppose the bill believe our 
position is sound. We should like to explain this position to you. 


THE BILL ITSELF 

Mr. Kennedy's omnibus Civil Rights Bill of 1963 (S. 1731) is 
divided into seven major titles. Briefly: 

• Title I relates to “voting rights." It would place elaborate 
new controls upon the States’ constitutional authority to 
fix the qualifications of voters. 

• Title II relates to “public accommodations.’’ It would com¬ 
pel the owner of almost every business establishment in 
the United States to serve all persons regardless of race. 

t 

• Title III, relating to the “desegregation of public educa¬ 
tion," would vest sweeping new powers in the U. S. Com¬ 
missioner of Education and the Attorney General to deal 
with “racial imbalance” in schools throughout the country. 

• Title IV would set up a new Federal agency, the "Com¬ 
munity Relations Service.” 

• Title V would continue the Commission on Civil Rights 
until 1967, and endow it with broad new authority. 

• Title VI amends all statutes providing financial assistance 
by the United States by grant, contract, loans, insurance, 
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k- guaranty.','.ori-otHerwiseviIti vyould permit’ such£assistanee;ito 

v-.yjl’.'; '.si fee-suspendedAipbn fin.ding of racial' or ; rt:ligious. discrimi- 

oiiiV ji.it. : )c .«« •>*,<; sv; ,rric;» -;y.' 

> # Title VII ; auth'ofi 2 es i, tHe 'Presiden't ‘to Create a' '‘Commission 
i ', i on ’ Equal '-Employment.' Opportunity,"' possessed of k!such 
i nc;po\A'ers >asr-niay...be; conferred ’upontit.' Jbjs jtbenPf.esidentj^’to 
prevent discrimination under contracts in programs or,- -a£ 
tivities receiving direct or indirect financial assistance from 
the U nited •Stafes -goVern'm'eht. ‘ i ;i - f ' wwvjvr/yj t 

This is what the bill is all about. At first glance, perhaps, many 


that' di^criminiTtibn' is ; wrongkto 'a * False conclusion'that a'Federal 
law is the proper way to,prevent it. We do''rioif‘believe’the intensely 
personal ^problems of. racial Peeling-.can- be Chivied ;.by.;any< Federal law; 
the roots go deeper than Congress can reach-::Vln'jahy.ieventq we be- 

.gainedlaw. 

•Lll'stt'fs die ; •.>;{: } ; j Ty n i :u:<(ir-- / K - n, i'CJiH k 

wjj vi^.TIT-LE tl—iVOiT-ING. RIG-HTSb* **, * >*.•»; 

7‘Iorj.v’ ‘.y.i li.n-.-r 3 f i,ir.ii$r<{ if ll io eoisi.ij'j j{ K f »v?.i r X 

.*tfiv.in- the .U l nited...S.tates,-!,bieyond fall/.question, jtfee;; .right; to^votej-is 
just that-7-a right to. .vote, Fpr ; .ptost,Americans,- -probably ; the. anqient 
right of. property ranks {first jin.Iheir daily liy.es; it is fhq ; oldest.-right 
of all .i But as political;beings>;< they view, ,the..right .to .vote,.,as;, basic. 
As cthbwPresideot: has/said,; i.t;, i^,14Jtimately the .right. 191^. Ayhjc^r,..the 
security of all other righ t?s; depends.; yr- u y. oJ .f* #4 ^X\ 

yot?f is-not ; an 3 bsplute J right;. Qhijdren v cannpt V vote^^upati^.qannot 
yote_. .Certaip^ .cqnvict^cannqt^vpte. Beyond, these .obvious, Jimitations, 
it,is evidentf-that oersonsiin.-Virginia cannot.vote.for .a.Senator from 

’ " "i; r» i ' r i’Ji -" -JJ f”'-!'''V - k 1 

New York. Residents of Albany cannot vote. for. the-City-Council of 
Schenectady. And the man who moves to Manhattan on a Monday 
.Cannot 'VotT' for*;tfie Mayor qn^'Tues'd'ay: l Th'es'e" are'.’elementary con¬ 
siderations,.of cburSb\ .but fCdbes no-h’arrh to'sbelTth^m <bu1t. 

:V| ^ -!:U MltW V.SJi... ij-'i'tct, iV'T.vv VV J "VU tX'l-% . iX tl’K. 

i» -' Why is: ail this soMt d$ibeoause;..t-h'e right,to vote, .though it is 
described in the 15th ! y\fn’endmentl''as''ai'rioht.iaecruing,'to; "citizens of 


3 



the United States,” is in its exercise a right accruing to citizens of 
the several separate States. It never should be forgotten that when¬ 
ever we vote, we vote as citizens of our States. We never vote 
nationally. We are always, at the polls, Virginians, New Yorkers, 
Texans, Missourians. As voters, we are never “Americans.” The 
idea is hard to get accustomed to; but it is so. The Constitution makes 
it so. 

Three provisions of the Constitution merit attention. First, the 
15th Amendment. It is very short: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not 
be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude . 
[Emphasis added]. 

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by ap¬ 
propriate legislation. 

The briefest perusal of Mr. Kennedy’s pending Civil Rights 
Bill will disclose that some of its most important provisions are not 
related to the denial or abridgment of the right to vote “on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” The 15th Amend¬ 
ment is not relied upon at all. If the bill were based clearly upon the 
Fifteenth, the position of the Virginia Commission would be wholly 
different. We might object that a bill along these lines were unwise, 
or unwarranted; but we would not oppose it as unconstitutional. No. 
In its provisions relating to a standard literacy test, and in other 
provisions, the administration's bill has nothing to do with State 
deprivals in the area of "race, color, or previous condition of servi¬ 
tude.” This bill applies to all citizens, everywhere. 

Therefore, other provisions of the Constitution come into play. 
The first of these provisions appears in the second paragraph of 
Article I. It tells us who shall be qualified to vote in what often are 
termed Federal elections—that is, who shall be qualified to vote for 
members of the Congress. It reads: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of mem¬ 
bers chosen every second year by the people of the several 
States, and the electors in each State shall have the qualifica¬ 
tions requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State legislature. [Emphasis supplied]. 
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The final provision of the Constitution of concern to us here is 
to be found in Article I, Section 4. It reads: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Sena¬ 
tors and Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by 
the legislature thereof: But the Congress may at any time 
by law make or alter such regulations, except as to the places 
of choosing Senators. [Emphasis supplied]. 

Now, keeping these provisions in mind for the moment, con¬ 
sider what is proposed in Title I of Mr. Kennedy’s omnibus bill. 
We find some astounding things. 

First, and this is merely by way of example, we may note that 
the power of the States to impose a poll tax (for good or ill) has not 
yet been repealed. A constitutional amendment to achieve that end 
is actively pending. At the time the President’s bill was intro¬ 
duced, 36 States—but not the necessary 38 States—had agreed to a 
constitutional amendment to prohibit such taxes. As this is written, 
poll taxes are as lawful, as constitutional, as any other tax. But the 
President’s bill simply ignores the process of formal constitutional 
amendment. It is as if the pending constitutional amendment did 
not exist. The bill proposes by simple statute to declare that “No 
person acting under color of law shall . . . deny the right of any 
individual to vote in any Federal election because of an omission of 
such individual relating to payment of poll tax.” The Virginia Com¬ 
mission takes no position, one way or another, on the merits of a 
poll tax. Obviously, with the votes of only two States to go, the 
levy is about to be abolished. Very well, we would say; let it go. The 
point is that the machinery already is fully in motion for abolition 
of this tax by proper constitutional process, but the Administration 
is unwilling to wait upon such machinery. It is filled with im¬ 
patience. It cannot pause. So the President's bill undertakes to ac¬ 
complish by simple congressional enactment what the Congress has 
decreed may be accomplished only by constitutional amendment. 

This comparatively minor provision, of potential application to 
five States only, is cited by way of example, to suggest the zeal for 
hurried, change that underlies this title of the bill. Title I goes on 
to lay down rules for the use of literacy tests, not as such tests may 
affect persons of “race, color, or previous condition of servitude,” but 
as they may affect every person. Here the bill leaves the 15th Amend¬ 
ment altogether, and trespasses upon the other constitutional pro- 
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visions quoted.'cThe^ billwould;prohibit t'henusevby; anydState of a 
literacy test unless such tests-:met Federal- ie, quitementsTunless^the 
tests ^;ere,;:>y^ol.ly in:wntii ? g’;and.,un)ess a,.copy Qf ? .su ; ch ( jtest were 
furnished the, individuai.registrant,l"v^ijHin_ s 2 ; 5 r days;0f(th.e submission 
pfrhis/.written .-request.lK.Beyphdj this,- •;the_;billvrw,o j ul.d provide that 
State literacy tests;were qf-noTonseq'uence. a’nyho.w!:s Any person who 
had completed the sixth tgradedn ; < l a !: publicTschobh or ; (anV accredited 
private, school. wpqld;arbitrarilyMbefdgemedjto^pqssessiVsu|ricienthtera- 
qy^Cqmprehensipnjj.andn'ntelligence.jo.fyote^in^any^.Ej^dera^.election;" 

We take no position here on the r :m i eritsi’of.Lthesei'jproposals;' ; as 

such.. They, areas may be.-,Our. contention is. that, such proposals 

•"•{V f" ; ^.tTrq-.v !o yt -V Vy a JuJ-l ;.*.ofc 

plainly.deal.with the qualifications of electors in. the-several States. 

.'ll HIM ! alGlpW fj & ?*' (SWl C.l/ 

These proposals have nothing whatever to.,do with the times, places, 
and manner,of; holding .elections. In our,view, they.are simply be- 
yond (the .authority of the Congress, to enact. T.he.y plainly .encroach 
upon the-power, of each-State- to,i hx aualihcations -requisite for 
electors;of the,.most numerous branch of the. State legislature.^ 
li.o; The,.President’s (bill continues rWith ^proyi^Qn- aipied,. at.pertain 
of the- Southern States, ; jp .which.-^in.a jScattering of ( counties-rfew^r 
than l;5i';percent;of,thp:a^ultrr^egroesi have^.rcgistered. to'vote., Thp 
Virginia;,Gpmmissiqn.iwould make ■its' 0 ,\yn. f ppsitiqn ( ,clear.: ..^e a haye 
nopatience, with -t;Qn§p^acjes*. J qr-.jChicanery^or .acts,£f T n tinhdatiqp 
intended. to..deny;genuipely,; qualified, i^egi;oes ; ,the i ..righi:.itp i yote. ,}Ale 
have nO'patience-.with,;acts,;of w bland partisansjijp,,that majjjgive.,the 
yote ,:tp certaipvwhitej persons and;prohibit ■ the yote-.tpr'I^egrpes; t q£ 
equal.r.stature., Whejreyer .^uch ^cts. haye^^ctcqurred,.- th,ey ..are vto. be 
emphatically CQn^emned > j;Vl(e,i.,doh^y(;this4 /a Tlie^ is {abundant, { lay^ 
on} the - bqqksfrthere t -was^abun,dant 1( lg.vy j.ontlje .books.even, .prior to 
enactment (ofi .the; Qivi}.. Rights,-.^ctsijof, l9,5 ( J tl and v 1960-rrto;(prohibit 
and^to.vpupi^tBichidvilll^lb^c^b^^-l registrars. ^Alf, tha.t ;( js; .rey 
quired is.rthat ihe jexi.sting.Jaws-be jenf,orced,. ; If.' thq Congress, soprej 
how-.iSi.persuadedi.that;; sjti 1.1 : jfuFthe'r. jayif,.-^j^g.uir.ed.. ; to. .epforqe. th,e 


adopt appropriate legislation. .... . . , 

’-nr ” .J-pw y; r >r. von! io '.AdLptvi 3«* mm ./:• ,»«», .uJ. r -.i 

-We.come back,to. 1 ,the. > l ? rger..j ? p ( iot. T^ ? .,k|y ; .piovis,ons of Titje 

ditipn, »f., m&sfrlJmt, 



Gongr,ess, ; sofne ipPM'er; t : p>fix;generalf.q,ualifiGation.S;fprvyoters.;through- 
out'the ,Uhited : .States : . ILthis principle sbe«acoeptdd,‘ras;.torliteracy tests 


fd^VotebVV-uritfbrmVpetidd'df^res^ncfe instate *or city or 1 precinct, 
and in every other fashion control • 1 t , he f- qualificati 6 hs''df 1 'eleict 6 rs. For 
souqd,,reasons,; th ? ,Cpnstitutjpn Jeli^rat^ left .the,fixing.ofr such 

Stf.^Wben 

the President’s bill, attemptsj.to. rideoro.ughshod, over ..this,plain.pro- 
vision of the supreme law,>of .the land,.the^President’s, bill violates 
tbe-Constitutioni.And.vye^object.i,, v, 

Ilf. LThejp'ersphrwhoitakds tho-timor.aodrtrquble^q. read; the remain¬ 
ing provisions of Title I will find many other areas of grave concern, 


get’to It he even more outrageous’provisions :r ’- : " • 

oti'i: n.<’. J?n: .’AiMg am yu l\> fO-.-i^f^vL 

. oV'ihtmi/. * itv • orli )0 njuifct UOfjjTOnM *:d' 'i-'l 

TITLE II. PUBLIC . ACjeOMMODATIONS 


03 i: Perha ! pslhe ; mos't ’obvibus’wrbhgn'ess'bfTitle il'mayd>e sun 
up" in a phrase': This sectidh' : is !; cbnceived’ in r: hypocrisy/'and -eanncit 


summed 


paragfaph'si'The'!Cdngrl:ss\ pUrpOrtejily''' “finds” , : all ‘sorts r of burdens 
upon interstate' commerce,*’all f resulting'^from ; 1 acts of ! racial'discrimi¬ 
nation.^ if'is of passing ihtefe&t ; to" inquire"'ho # 5 the Cbrigiress ha's 
found tliese things, for ^t*^di^i^iiriratlB^i r ^i?he^S 5 'hS^e‘pil>yidec( 
hbcon vincing* evidence 'to 'point‘them but'/‘Possibly’ we 'are to'rely bri : 
fjaitii alone. In any eventj 4 : ,the Goh'grfeSs 'here / “fihds” that'a substantial 
number of Negroes,', traveling in interstate .commerce,'iare denied 1 cori - 2 
venient (access 'Sp/Kotejs,’ .‘motels,'.'and eatin^accommodatioh's; "that- 
practices'.of audience" diseriminatipn'^h,the : 'entertaihrhent industry 

create' “senousl and 'subst'antiai’^ l'burdehs ’upohnintefstdte 'corhmerce- 

that fraternal , 1 reTigibus)’‘and‘. 3 sciertt'ific'■ conventions '“frequently’’ ‘are 
^pVino irS 'nari-iri!lar'dif id'hv’ rf*hsnn 'of discrimina- 


in setting up branch plants £y reasbh dFdlscnrhiriatiOri; and‘finally/ 

thatH' .U«J .*.‘jn>ht«jiH v.d? U’ -J lo xuxj ‘vvli # : -r f iV 

v'^‘‘ i’-'Viii: vf .'.vro'i. rbuutt a/it jvjTW 20r •••■!'' -wui 

h The.-discriininato.ry r psaCj'tjces desydb^. above^are in’ 





cases encouraged, fostered, or tolerated in some degree by the 
governmental authorities of the States in which they occur, 
which license or 'protect the businesses involved by means of 
laws and ordinances and the activities of their executive and 
judicial officers. [Emphasis supplied]. 

This is the strange and ominous foundation on which Title II is 
made to rest. Read it, we beg you. Ponder it! Reflect, if you please, 
upon this assertion of some Federal authority over any business that 
may be "licensed” by State authority. Reflect, if you please, upon 
the vagueness of these "activities” of a State’s executive and judicial 
officers. Because the very next sentence of this "finding” ties it all 
together: 

Such discriminatory practices, particularly when their cumu¬ 
lative effect throughout the Nation it considered, take on the 
character of action by the States and therefore fall within the 
ambit of the equal protection clause of the 14th Amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States. 

The object of this smooth leaping and hurdling is apparent to 
the most casual student of the Constitution. Obviously, the 14th 
Amendment does not prohibit acts of private discrimination in ordi¬ 
nary daily life. The Supreme Court of the United States repeatedly 
has said so. In an unbroken chain of opinions reaching back to 
1883, the Court has ruled that the amendment prohibits only those 
acts of discrimination that may be charged to the States themselves 
in such areas as voting rights, jury service, and access to public in¬ 
stitutions. The amendment says that “no State” shall deny equal 
protection. What individuals do is their own business. But suppose— 
as this bill proposes—that individual acts "take on the character of 
State acts”? In this event, the smallest retail establishment, the humb¬ 
lest soda fountain, "takes on the character” of the State itself. In ef¬ 
fect, it becomes an agency of the State. Its acts are State acts. Its de¬ 
nials are State denials. And in this fateful moment, the ancient dis¬ 
tinctions between private property and public agencies fly out the 
window. Under the precedent here proposed, private property, as 
such, in this regard will have ceased to exist. 

This is the very crux of Title II of the President's bill. These 
easy “findings” do not affect the South alone. They affect every 
State, every locality, every businessman. In this mad confusion of 
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the Commerce Clause and the 14th Amendment, nothing makes 
sense. The alleged acts of racial discrimination by private business 
establishments simultaneously are found to be burdens upon inter¬ 
state commerce and denials of equal protection by the States them¬ 
selves. 

The final finding reflects this confusion: 

(i) The burdens on and obstructions to commerce which are 
described above can best be removed by invoking the powers 
of Congress under the 14th Amendment and the commerce 
clause of the Constitution of the United States to prohibit 
discrimination based on race, color, religion, or national origin 
in certain public establishments. 

We invite the thoughtful reader to go back and read that para¬ 
graph once again. Ostensibly, the bill is here concerned with "bur¬ 
dens on and obstructions to” commerce. The power of the Congress 
in this area derives from Article I, Section 8, vesting in Congress the 
power "to regulate commerce among the several States.” But the 
object of this bill is not really to regulate commerce. The object of 
the bill, in its own revealing words, is “to prohibit discrimination.” 
The Commerce Clause is here being deceptively adapted not to 
commerce, but to social reform. 

The substantive provisions of the President’s bill then are set 
forth: 

Sec. 202. (a) All persons shall be entitled, without discrimi¬ 
nation or segregation on account of race, color, religion, or 
national origin, to the full and equal enjoyment of the goods, 
services, facilities, privileges, advantages and accommodations 
of the following public establishments: 

And the bill sets them forth. We put them line by line, the 
better to emphasize the sweep of this bill. The law, by its own terms, 
is to apply to: 

Every hotel, 

Every motel, 

Every other public place engaged in furnishing lodging 
to transient guests, including guests from other States or 
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iji'.rntravelingriivinterstate-eomnjercej hmivO VA'jtvmro-> arit 

>’ E(-erf motidiVicffifc Hoiise; * ! -W :k :>iT , 

■rtf*.!* Wirt v:oiw r-i tv. boro) :>ti; YSim-.'fmt.'s/c'-iT a.ur>.'»\n?>,id£.; 2 ‘j 

mfulr r'v!i h.-,?=r>3 io'Mdmb L*r,.; -;.»rJ 2 

r 

Every sports arena, ■rtnzz 

Every stadiumpr-j.* Inov cul- ' iy.4h‘: gaHjati ffiisif -jd.T 
uti: :hs.‘Every-exhibition-ball,do bc:« c-> .m z>d Y U't 

XSlH'f'JV '.*rai rfJjiJtO’-'Kj ’ Vt~r.' AV.' J - S«sr!-T . 


Pil " r f ."'fI-.:!. O-» j 

entertainment which move, in interstate commerce; and 

a!i- HtJi’.-.fc.!'KlC.-.j ; .v;J;H 


department store,,-*-. .xsisjji; \oi,;;^ 

Wo'rlrU^ 'AW'J vi -'nols.io^-ido v.*.-1-in ,:«v.iX- 


-rr-.i 

V.f)J . 


ti 71 

j 

:u& u> 

far-;- 

-CT.t.'A t 

■«dt; 

o.fd" : 

T'v. 

yry^a-. 

O 

!b.k He't 



; * J r ''Every’gasoline station, 1 and'3*».*• 2 ; i!i«* ; It; W;m* 

‘\i:\>k:!Vtui.cy£$> ?ii?sA'.ya .Abv:-.*/ ',;ruipnj r.\ . : ;i c.< ,lfH v.r£j 

»» «r 

Every restaurant, .mvduj *-i Aid ,y fitter row 

Jt * ™ njW ^y y teHrbbV x ’ ? *«»»*«? 

-l.tJ'td) 

Every lunch counter, 

!b\ f r> ,U>5. .*<* 

.rb-K.v :;.i, •••Evf’fy ; other j ppblic.,. pla^e.- eRgage^.^,^bp^f°od for 
Alt.• 1 -,-iXia lf r,consumption,on,’the pmrmses^and { f t 

Every others establishment where .goods,f,-services, facili- 
. ties, privileges, advantages, or accommodations are held 

‘ r ' J ’oii'rto ‘ttie vybiic 'f&r-sale,''use ! ;}inVpdit hire ?0*. 

.fWv* rv/r* ir. ;■ { ,-vri V! - LX v>.v 

Then follows the superficial saving grace of if. The provisions 

of Section 202 are to apply to such establishments “if” ‘'' 


(1) The goods, services, facilities, privileges,.advantages, or 
accommodations offered by any such place or establishment 
are provided to a substantial degree tb'interstate’travelers. or 

c.. ,v :X'' 'C-2‘) : a substantial 'portion of' any'.-gopds. held .-out to the public 
-- -5 ji by any such’ plaeeVOrJetfablishment.'fprisale^use;- rent, or hire 
has moved in interstate commerce .... 
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?<!;>; iThere- ar&itwo;othepfsudh• provisions, but^iY is /needless?fo>!quote 
them.)fThe.iS.ecQnd ,’pr'6viso:;impa;les,.the smallest;.hotdog-;stand upon 
the!.trahsportatiori:.fc)f iitsvmustard.'i>There;.is.tnot::a! neighborhood rsoda 
fountain in American, not a dress, shop,'<no.t;a hat shoppmhti a--beauty 
pairloi;>iiot a single place or•establishmemibe'yondjthe tiniest roadside 
stand of which it* may:be.(said 'that-a substantial.>portion) obits! goods, 
heldioutdor.sale dp use/has:n6t> movedlin jriterstatd cipmmeree.M.vo'i- i :) ! 
•oii We ; would urgie'thoughtful’Americahs^'wherever' they*;ma^dive/ 
whatever-their’views-may 'lie-.on^questiohsiohfaceirelat-ionsf'to^pon'def 
the’ twisted;‘construction here'placed-upon'-’the'jGommefce Clause; 
WheiV the'Congress r first began -to'Jregulate i-icoihmerCe^amohg the* 


the'nature'of the‘godds themselves*c ! ame'intd : thetongressiOnal' : powef. 
Then' a’‘third 1 area developed,' f a's''GdngTess ''sought’ to regulateithe' 
cb'nditibn^u^der'which the-godds 'themselves•■wepe ; -manuFactured.!:.'.* 
' ’ln 1 lhife , '1>iH/''a >i '^uhh' , ^fei , ^ / yjpen^& ?i fi^ li Bf 'T^Ss wide *as s the ; 


publi 


companies, 


crate afc regulated public' utilitieV: N‘oWl'tHe : restricted'class of public 
Service u cbrporati<iiis { is to be swept 1, aside; ‘ Were ■ Clancy's''Grill ''and 
Mrs. hdurphy’s Hat'Shoppe are equated v»iith 1 'AT'&1r;hThe'neighbor-' 
hood drug store'is'treated“as' the ^as'iconipahy': ’It must'serve. Within' 

*- Wj> ’ boa lrrV 1 rip '’0P)0 i’K'o <ai»>r>or' 'Kai' rin - rmhiVn • nn ' ri’fliKfr hf' 


to''discriminate by "feasort 'of'ralcei ''or,relijgioii^'or any ;N dther ■ ielSted' 
personal'reason—is dehied him uhder'the' pain'df Federal injunction' 

anti the th J re'atof prison seht'ente^or confempt of court; lVI 

:»f« ; v?r A nsdp -r^ vwr ghuov naioivn.v 7 /.w.vu , c: .j^.br.V V- 

At, this, point in our argument the Virginia.Cbmmission would 

beg the closest .attention: We do not propose to,defend racial dis- 

/“'-j'-'-'r muo: tjtti? rt •• •nn -W- - i>> :• hi<•> 

crimination, We do defend, with all the power at pur command, the 

citizen’s right to discriminate. However shocking the proposition’may 
sound at first impression, we submit that ( under qne name or another; 
this is. what the Constitution, t in part at ieastV''is all 'aboi!it!''THi$ < . 


not rest upon some right.,to be right, as some legislative majority 

1 ° .lew: r?-:.r.-Juq r i-(ij a fjy/oi?o! 



may define what is "right." It rests solidly upon the individual’s right 
to be wrong—upon his right in his personal life to be capricious, ar¬ 
bitrary, prejudiced, biased, opinionated, unreasonable—upon his right 
to act as a free man in a free society. 

We plead your indulgence. Whether this right be called the 
right of free choice, or the right of free association, or the right to be 
let alone, or the right of a free market place, this right is essential. Its 
spirit permeates the Constitution. Its exercise colors our entire life. 
When a man buys union-made products, for that reason alone, as op¬ 
posed to non-union products, he discriminates. When a Virginian buys 
cigarettes made in Virginia, for that reason alone, as opposed to cig¬ 
arettes made in Kentucky or North Carolina, he discriminates. When 
a housewife buys a nationally advertised lipstick, for that reason 
alone, as opposed to an unknown brand, she discriminates. When her 
husband buys an American automobile, for that reason alone, as 
opposed to a European automobile, he discriminates. Every one of 
these acts of "discrimination " imposes some burden upon interstate 
commerce. 

The examples could be endlessly multiplied. Every reader of 
this discussion will think up his own examples from the oranges of 
Florida to the potatoes of Idaho. And the right to discriminate ob¬ 
viously does not end with questions of commerce. The man who 
blindly votes a straight Democratic ticket, or a straight Republican 
ticket, is engaged in discrimination. He is not concerned with the 
color of an opponent’s skin; he is concerned with the color of 
his party. Merit has nothing to do with it. The man who 
habitually buys the Times instead of the Herald Tribune, or Life 
instead of Look, or listens to Mr. Bernstein instead of to Mr. Presley, 
is engaged in discrimination. Without pausing to chop logic, he is 
bringing to bear the accumulated experience—the prejudice, if you 
please—of a lifetime. Some non-union goods may be better than some 
union goods; some Democrats may be better than some Republicans; 
some issues of Look may be better than some issues of Life. None of 
this matters. In a free society, these choices—these acts of prejudice, 
or discrimination, or arbitrary judgment—universally have been re¬ 
garded as a man's right to make on his own. 

The vice of Mr. Kennedy’s Title II is that it tends to destroy 
this concept by creating a pattern for Federal intervention. For the 
first time, outside the fully accepted area of public utilities, this bill 
undertakes to lay down a compulsion to sell. 
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We raise the point; If there can constitutionally be a compul¬ 
sion to sell, why cannot there be, with equal justification, a compul¬ 
sion to buy? In theory, the bill is concerned with "burdens on and 
obstructions to" commerce. In theory, the owner of the neighbor¬ 
hood restaurant imposes an intolerable burden upon interstate com¬ 
merce if he refuses to serve a white or Negro customer, as the case 
may be. But let us suppose that by obeying some injunction to serve 
a Negro patron, the proprietor of Clancy’s Grill thereby loses the 
trade of ten white patrons. In the South, such a consequence is en¬ 
tirely likely; it has been demonstrated in the case of Southern movie 
houses. Can it be said that the refusal of the ten whites imposes no 
burden on interstate commerce? Plainly, these ten intransigent 
customers, under the theory of this bill, have imposed ten times 
as great a burden on commerce among the several States. Shall they, 
then, be compelled to return to Clancy’s for their meals? Where 
does this line of reasoning lead us? 

How would all this be enforced? Under Title II, the At¬ 
torney General would be required to investigate complaints of denial 
of service. Persistent acts of discrimination would be prohibited by 
Federal injunctions, obtained in the name of the United States. Any 
person who attempted to interfere with Clancy's decision would be 
subject to individual injunction. And at the end of every such pro¬ 
ceeding lies the threat of fine or imprisonment for contempt of court. 
There would he no jury trials. 

This has been a very abbreviated summary of the "public ac^ 
commodations" features of the President’s bill. A definitive analysis 
could be much extended. Not only is the Commerce Clause distorted 
beyond recognition, the provisions of the Fourteenth Amendment 
also are warped to cover individual action as opposed to State action. 
Our hypothetical Clancy could not call upon the police to eject an 
unwanted customer, trespassing upon his booths and tables. Reliance 
upon local police to enforce old laws of trespass, under this bill, would 
be regarded as an exercise of "State action." Clancy has become the 
State. Like Louis of old, he too may say, "L’6tat, c'est moi," 

TITLE III—DESEGREGATION OF 
PUBLIC EDUCATION 

Title III of the President’s bill goes far beyond all decisions of 
the Supreme Court in the field of school desegregation, for it im- 
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plieitl.yvjCpuples Ijthe/ifomjal-,desegregation); of),public!,schools ’in the 

»n schools, through¬ 
out., the .land.-jjrhe' .billj^prpppijes.. to jacfiiqye thesej-airns ' byj vesting 
broad.peyv powers in;the Cpmmissipne.riofiEducation andjthpjAttpr,- 
neyv;Generah;.Even iprivate,.schpp).Si!,ifrrtheir,.pupils:. rec.eiv;ed-,tujtion: 
grants^from ,a-j governmental! source,!,would'. be through t, into i line.-),* 
:<v • .Theppening provisions. (oferFitJe! IjH’authorize the jQommissipner)- 
upon- appluratiomfrohi .local, school officials,) to, engage .in -a:jwideuv,arie : : 
tyiof:prograrps>qf)advicej[technical as§is.tahcej^grants.,irl0ansr«ohtr3ct.s.,' 
andy-itrainihgu institutes. >»¥he. i.Gomrniss)pn,er;:>wPuld -icoritrol v '<hej 
amountsj.'terms/rand'iconditions iof.i such.'igrants.frrheyi would^be paid; 
on ^the. terms;he prescribed.bHe 'alonejuwouldufix'.'.all "ryle.s >andj 
regulations’!.forparrying but: these [programs- to promote-desegregation.'' 
and'toirelievej'lraci'altimbalanCe^'norr'K .xmuiiitoo s\o <»yf>vu:l » sr^yy:- v;< 
wiriPr ; esurnably;. ; the' ! authority?of..Congress, to promote, this, busy work; 
for the Commissioner is to be found ’inb the ;fifth )sectibn;ofthebl-4th, 
Amendment. This isj'the.'sectionnthat empo.wersbCbhgress-toiadopt 
''appropriate'legislation" ;.ini supporti of ithev Eqiial;,Rrotection, Clauses 
If-'the^Equaf:;PrbteCtion Clause.'‘truly'i.;were ; ]intended>.tb!prohibit a; 
State frPni'Yriairitaihing' r'acially«;separatel; public; schoolsrSM c b legisla-s 
tioh-.perhaps 'would be-r(‘appropriate.'”; The history;;of : jpublic., educa;. 
tioh{ iri-'the United (.States’,') in the' 4 years;.immediately.;fq]lovving;ithc> 
purportfediratifrcation'bfithe- MthiAmendmentiin T868;,.Utterly; deni.es; 
any such intention. To this day, no law;'of uhe, Uinitedt .States ,re-7 
quiresfdesegregati'on.’These:pfogramsvdf<ithe 7 Gommissipner; of; Educa¬ 
tion 1 are cartbbefore/horse; they fare -the.iorfoof .programs rithat^would-. 
implem ; dnt^a'. ; la\A/if Jthere;-Were ta-ilawjobutbthere.-is'.np ; layii. 7 ;There 7 is. 
the-Supreme Gburt’s opinion!of : ';l-95.4iih!Br;Own;;V.; Board ofjEduoatjqn,) 
arid therecaretotherhigh^court! o.pinibhsi'emanating from.it,,-but jm; 
pressitfe ; and historic-as 'these decisions may. be.ithey 'are-still .no-more; 
than'-judgments ‘binding:;hamedicd,efendants? : in' particular [lawsuits., 
b-u -It should be emphasized,.’ again,;, that- these decisions, haye inothr, 
ing J to’db 2 with )‘!racial !imbalance”;in.public-schools. They are limited! 
to judgments ’ requiring;'that the States.shall ,not deny.- to]anyjperson; 
on account of race the right to attend any school it maintains. The 


within the ambit of the desegregation '^decisions; Under this gross 
distortion ; -bf thed^tfr- AniendrneHty schodllchildren throughput the 
c6untfy i 'would :J beborn'e , Jpawns in-’a game of, power--•politics./.: 



It see^s)td;iu’sld^irVfel^ibJc%.p/tMC3ist-inc.0oh{iii r miii[d^ between 
laws enaetejd r „bj|.th;e] G 9 ngress'^and[:jpd'gmjerit^ imppse<| ( byythe court. 
The Constitution is the supreme law of the land, but when the 
■fpurtfjaets; in adsuit-, arising; under thej Constitution jit acts, judicially, 
not• legislatively; iff,: local §chppl,Jboards^throughout the,South, .are-, .to 
[be;'prohibited ;b){!l^\v';frQm l nj.aint 3 iningi§epara.t.e school systems;-a.law 
.must- bopasseB * "pursuant; t'o -jtjtiif CppstjtutiOnji to, irnppsej.suchj.a jprp;- 
hi]bjtipn/ijUntilv,then;-: any, ; -such ^^^^{and^Jpang-iand )training, pro- 
grams;<asi these, wpuld;;appea.r:!,pjejnaCure,„,-And,vye;,-jyopIjd} take the 
position,;.in, theJight.of.the.'histOfy of.jthe] 1 ■ftth-Amendmeht,, that spch 
a:law\,wpuld pot .be ^‘pursuant; ;tp T tb.e. Constitution.” ItjjW.ou.ld,violate 
thejplainl intention: bothjiofj thpse, w : ho ; framed,theamendment',and 
also of the States that ratified it..;S,ucl^;jegislatipn.^;would,not f be ”apr 
p^opriate” Jegislatipn. :(it { „{j rjf ofof b^ailmi tor. .%£ *Jif 
{id? ,;MeanwhiJej'.vye''dp.cnptt;intendjtO':.b.e;Captjpus.;pr; ; .legalistic., Tfte 
Brown, i (decision/has ; been! treated; as-.i|dt; were; jindeed; Jegislatiqn. ^ For 
goodjor. ill, the,desegregatjpn pf L puj5lic;.s.chpplsiprqceeds.,jrhese,parti ( c- 
.ula^provisipnsibf fTitle-Jlhjare;.better .subject-tojcriticispi simply Y as 
manifestations, qfi.the. bureaucratic Federal,,spraw).j rtJ 

More serious, in our view, are theiprp.yisipns ; .pf^ J Title r III. th^t 
would vest elaborate new powers in the Attorney General. The ef¬ 
fect of these provisions would be to throw the entire massive weight 
of ?the\Department -.of,-Justice, -witb ( its unlimited-resources, into , the 

dl'f.i J "it/ —v.ISrui' £ ■ 

scales of almost any parent jn search dr a tree lawsuit. 1 he basic 
complaint .wouldi be that, .some local school board "had failed to 


'Siu'&ni nnryjz» 1 r.h«.v// yul ! :,;-m 

no ..legal requirement that local school boards even attempt to 

JU;. K,6 !« '/.. .n ,... < o»:u . v.v t i j>. vsanrJyioxi o> : vtT ru . 

achieve desegregation. Before there can be a failure.or a-duty, there 

must first;be a duty. These provisions .pt the bill, simply assume the 

cUi-'.ri. ui'i, i co FiojctiatrnoJ :*rh (•:,<> uio rs> 

,,, u,. x , 

... Our apprehension is that the awesonie pow r er here proposed, tor 
ifl- »ow>«i .*> aomM hMaru J * * ixjofc/»-ft»-« #• i.j 

a proliferation of suits , in the name of. the united States, would 

create, more turmoil than it' would settle. The orderly progress ot 
■ S A‘- •'> '■'lo.feu r-//<> y.i; Me J,yli jflOv.,.*' XiX 

desegregation in public education would not be.enhanced, but im- 

ii ib. P X) it;u«*vr joi UMAIW-U ifl.’pOyiUiiio fiifc S»1 /.vilriL;Oip';. .''iUUfl'a 

paired, as resentments were stirred up that otherwise might be peace- 

tj.;. ■i'fS-jjrn:. .!Stxp;iw ot, ,iin- i>/i t.-» i 

fully resolved. And we cannot see the .end tp the bureaucracy'that 

•ttfj /Mr.«Tii H i.-j„.-j j iwd- ,riOi.y,v/?!;««)□ «*<di V « , u:-*vrx*blau 

could be required to prosecute suits in the name of the United 

States,” once this precedent were set in the’iingle'a'fea of ’school de- 
segregation. 



TITLE IV—ESTABLISHMENT OF 
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE 

This title would create a new Federal agency, the "Community 
Relations Service,” headed by a director at $20,OCX) a year. Presuma¬ 
bly, it would fulfill some functions not now fulfilled by the Civil 
Rights Commission, the President’s Fair Employment Practices Com¬ 
mittee, the established churches and various civic bodies, the count¬ 
less racial commissions around the country, and the civil rights divi¬ 
sion of the Department of Justice. The duties of this Service would 
be "to provide assistance to communities and -persons therein in 
resolving disputes, disagreements, or difficulties relating to discrimina¬ 
tory practices.” [Emphasis supplied}. 

We are not inclined to haggle over the amount of time, energy 
and money that might be wasted by one more Federal agency in the 
civil rights field. We do call attention to the italicized language. In 
our own view, it simply is not the function of Congress, under any 
provisions of the United States Constitution, to dispatch Federal 
agents to countless communities in order to resolve racial disagree¬ 
ments among "persons therein.” 


TITLE V—COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

The Virginia Commission on Constitutional Government ex¬ 
presses neither opposition to nor support of Title V of the President’s 
bill. This portion of the bill would extend the life of the Commission 
on Civil Rights to November 30, 1967, and would lay down certain 
standardized rules for its further hearings and investigations. 

In our own view, the Commission on Civil Rights has contri¬ 
buted little or nothing toward the unraveling of the knotty tangles of 
race relations in the United States. Its recommendations in the spring 
of 1963, proposing the withdrawal of grants, loans, and even con¬ 
tracts from Southern States that did not meet its own notions of right 
conduct, amounted to an outrageous proposal for denial of the very 
equal protections it professes to support. We perceive no useful 
achievements of this Commission, but we raise no constitutional ob¬ 
jections to its continuance. 
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TITLE VI—NONDISCRIMINATION IN 
FEDERALLY ASSISTED PROGRAMS 

Title VI of the President's bill is not long. It had perhaps best 
be quoted in full: 

Sec. 601. Notwithstanding any provisions to the contrary in 
any law of the United States providing or authorizing direct or 
indirect financial assistance for or in connection with any 
program or activity by way of grant, contract, loan, insurance, 
guaranty, or otherwise, no such law shall be interpreted as re¬ 
quiring that such financial assistance shall be furnished in cir¬ 
cumstances under which individuals participating in or bene- 
fitting from the program or activity are discriminated against 
on the ground of race, color, religion, or national origin or 
are denied participation or benefits therein on the ground of 
race, color, religion, or national origin. All contracts made in 
connection with any such program or activity shall contain 
such conditions as the President may prescribe for the pur¬ 
pose of assuring that there shall be no discrimination in em¬ 
ployment by any contractor or subcontractor on the ground 
of race, color, religion, or national origin. [Emphasis sup¬ 
plied] . 

The thinly veiled intimidation of Title VI goes back to a state¬ 
ment made by Attorney General Robert Kennedy in London in 
October of 1962. At that time, he speculated publicly that a threat 
to withdraw Federal subsidies, grants, loans, and contracts might be 
used as a club over the Southern States. Mr. Kennedy was quick to 
point out that such a threat would have to be used with great delicacy. 
He seemed unsure of its desirability. He did not defend its consti¬ 
tutionality. He was just thinking aloud. 

In April of 1963, the Civil Rights Commission evidenced no 
such finesse. The Commission recommended flatly to the President 
that he seek power to suspend or cancel either all, or selected parts of, 
the Federal financial aid that now Hows to such States as Mississippi, 
"until [such States] comply with the Constitution and laws of the 
United States." It was unclear precisely how a judicial determina¬ 
tion would be reached that entire States had failed to comply with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States, but this small ques¬ 
tion of due process apparently troubled the Commission not at all. 
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TlHe!qh&stiori .troubled]M O Kenned)') jin- hijf press;iconference of 
April l-7g.,thfe <?res^eh't-;blihl^ed'.^';thijsy.startling proposal and turned 
away from it: 

1 don t have the-power to cut oft aid in a general way as was 
proposed by the Civil Rights Commission, ah a ! I would : think 
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his Civil Rights Bill? How did a power, that was probably unwise 

vo jP. /jo ctriir-: iaiw;:; *•.;} runigo S'WJufot , . 

in Apnl'become, a mower that was essential in June? I he obvious 

u» ■■■>.■ Pm i :4V,. .r.’Tgno u.ioin.n o .:un->s e; .r i.?; . *•; • r 

answer ^Ahal^^ntwrij f; ^,|i|8rkgd. by. ^jdesprea^ ract.al^demon¬ 
strations. But-itiis. rtQ.t ple&$ant A tfxgpnchjde,thajt v .tlj£.rjesidenj of the 
United ^States vmay-hbe i cperOed 1 ^ inti.midat.ed^ ,qc, ,black ; jacked into 
khanginghhis’mind-soHSwiftly on a..legislative proposal- of fateful im- 
pjbrtarifce. What happened?r : o;ji;rf to .nobdv .\o!i>j ; mx "}•■ 

if • 

We earnestly submit that the punitive terms of Title VI of this 
bill • threaten ‘gross ^iola'tidn; of levery: principled oft due-.process Idf law. 
No ri prdvisiori ' :L wfiat'e VCr'I i£'•made for ‘ determining/when 'individuals 
-'participating‘i'ri 1 or-'beriefi ttingi from”, various'prograftis-are. "discrimi- 
hated agairi'sti. ! ’ i Theltwo.sentences of;this:'Title-definemo terms.irThey 
propose rid 'judiciah'irtquiry..They leave ’huhdreds.:of>millions:.ofddpl- 
larsih ;, “Federai : funds/' paid foribyiall .-ofi.the *people—b) ack (l white, 
Liberal; -Conservative— 1 at-thb (uncontrolled discretion t of i the-President 
or someone else who may determine this*(discrimination;”; .yjjjcnoiUi! 

of -These programs’ includeraidi t6'i .dependerit.)childreh,. : aid(;tp the 
bliridv’aid 'td' the permanently ( disabled.; They, t include funds . ; for yor 
catidh'al educationhospital; .construction',rqpu blie> (housing,!.>the ; Insur¬ 
ance'of : baftk .deposits.; Federal-. personnehw6u)d;b&;authorized to supet- 
vise^loans'by 'banks .and<buildin ! g and-Joan, ^association's, farm financ¬ 
ing of^alR kind^-government-subsidies,'.conservation programs,,small 
business loans-arid cdritraets'.'in.'-any; activity affected; by' government 
l'oansj insiirancei'guaranties,'ton.grants. If. a (Federal agency. ? made ,an 
a^miliistratWewfin'dinjg^ th'it ^discrimination..: exists, . Federal; support 



could be withdrawn and the institution or program wrecked. 

To permit a President—any President—to suspend such programs 
on his own unchecked conclusion that certain beneficiaries are “dis¬ 
criminated against” would violate the whole spirit of uniformity 
that pervades the Constitution. The supreme law of our land provides 
that “direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States ac¬ 
cording to their respective numbers.” Duties, imposts and excises 
“shall be uniform throughout the United States.” There must be a 
“uniform rule of naturalization" and “uniform laws on the subject of 
bankruptcies.” Many other provisions attest this same concept of 
equal treatment among the States. 

Only by a fantastic distortion of the congressional power under 
the 14th and 15th Amendments could this Title VI be justified. Its 
effect would be to penalize the many for the occasional unlawful 
conduct of the few. Its potential application would jeopardize the 
very lives and well-being of thousands of innocent and law-abiding 
persons, including veterans, blind persons, and disabled persons, in 
order to bludgeon a handful of State officials into line with a Presi¬ 
dent's desires. 

It seems to us sufficient merely to quote the language of this 
tyrannical Title of the President’s bill. The language speaks most 
eloquently for itself. 

TITLE VII—COMMISSION ON EQUAL 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

This final substantive section of the bill authorizes the Presi¬ 
dent to establish a “Commission on Equal Employment Opportuni¬ 
ty.” This permanent agency of the government would be headed by 
the Vice President; the Secretary of Labor would serve as vice chair¬ 
man. There would be up to 15 members in all. An executive vice 
chairman would run the operation. The Commission would be em¬ 
powered to employ “such other personnel as may be necessary.” The 
bill defines the commission’s duties: 

It shall be the function of the Commission to prevent discrimi¬ 
nation against employees or applicants for employment be¬ 
cause of race, color, religion, or national origin by Govern¬ 
ment contractors and sub contractors, and by contractors and 
sub contractors participating in programs or activities in which 
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direct or indirect financial assistance by the United States 
Government is provided by way of grant, contract, loan, in¬ 
surance, guaranty, or otherwise. The Commission shall have 
such powers to effectuate the purposes of this title as may be 
conferred upon it by the President. The President may also 
confer upon the Commission such powers as he deems appro¬ 
priate to prevent discrimination on the ground of race, color, 
religion, or national origin in Government employment. [Em¬ 
phasis supplied}. 

Again, it seems to us necessary merely to quote the provisions 

of the bill in order to make their autocratic nature evident to everv 

/ 

thoughtful observer. The power here proposed to be conferred upon 
the President is virtually unlimited. No legislative limitations of any 
sort are suggested. The President may confer upon the Commission 
"such powers as he deems appropriate.' 1 And whether these include 
the power to impose criminal sanctions, or to seek civil injunctions, 
or to abrogate contracts awarded under sealed bid, no man can 
say. The Commission’s powers would be whatever the President re¬ 
garded as appropriate; and the definition of "government employ¬ 
ment” is as wide as the Federal budget itself. The administration’s 
bill proposes, in effect, that the Congress abdicate, and turn its legis-. 
lative powers over to the White House. The powers here demanded 
are not the powers rightfully to be exercised by a President in a free 
country. These are the powers of a despot. 

* * * 

There is a final Title VIII in the bill, authorizing the appropria¬ 
tion of "such sums as are necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
Act.” What these sums might amount to, again, no man can say. 

This is the package Mr. Kennedy has asked of the Congress. 
He has asked it in an emotional hour, under the pressures of dem¬ 
onstrators who have taken violently to the streets, torch in hand. 

We of the Virginia Commission ask your quiet consideration of 
the bill. And we ask you to communicate your wishes to the members 
of the Congress who represent you in the House and Senate. 

Richmond, 

August, 1963. 
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Members of the Virginia Commission on 
Constitutional Government: 


David J. Mays, Chairman, Richmond, Va. 

Attorney; Pulitzer Prize winner for historical biography. 

James J, Kilpatrick, Vice Chairman, Richmond, Va. 

Editor, The Richmond News Leader ; author. 

Albertis S. Harrison, Jr., Richmond, Va. 

Ex-oflicio member of Commission; Governor, Common¬ 
wealth of Virginia. 

E. Almer Ames, Jr., Onancock, Va. 

Attorney; member Virginia Senate; Vice-President and 
Director, First National Bank, Onancock, Va. 

Hale Collins, Covington, Va. 

Attorney; member Virginia Senate. 

W. C. (Dan) Daniel, Danville, Va. 

Business executive; member Virginia House of Delegates; 
past National Commander, American Legion. 

John A. K. Donovan, Falls Church, Va. 

Attorney; member Virginia Senate; General Counsel and 
Director, Security National Bank, Fairfax County, Va. 

J. Segar Gravatt, Blackstone, Va. 

Attorney; Trial Justice for Nottoway County, Va. 

Frederick T. Gray, Richmond, Va. 

- -Attorney; former Attorney General of Virginia. 

Burr P. Harrison, Winchester, Va. 

Attorney; former member of the United States Congress. 

Edgar R. Lafferty, Jr., King William, Va. 

Business executive; farmer. 

Garnett S. Moore, Pulaski, Va. 

Attorney; member Virginia House of Delegates. 

William T. Muse, Richmond, Va. 

Dean, T. C. Williams School of Law, University of 
Richmond; author. 

W. Roy Smith, Petersburg, Va. 

Business executive; member Virginia House of Delegates. 

W. Carrincton Thompson, Chatham, Va. 

Attorney; member Virginia House of Delegates. 

William L. Winston, Arlington, Va. 

Attorney; member Virginia House of Delegates, 




. 

Q.—(From May Craig, the Port¬ 
land Press Herald} Mr. President, do 
you think that Mrs. Murphy should 
have to take into her home a lodger 
whom she does not want, regardless 
of her reason, or would you accept 
a change in the civil rights bill to 
except small boarding houses like 
Mrs. Murphy? 

A.—The question would be, it 
seems to me, Mrs. Craig, whether 
Mrs. Murphy had a substantial 
impact on interstate commerce. 
[Laughter!. Thank you. 

—The Press Conference, 
July 17, 1963. 
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Additional copies of this commentary may be obtained on request to the 
Virginia Commission on Constitutional Government, Travelers Building, 
Richmond, Virginia. The Commission is an official agency of the Com¬ 
monwealth of Virginia, created by act of the General Assembly in 1956. 
Up to 10 copies no charge; 50 copies $5.00; 100 copies $9.00; 1,000 

copies $75.00. 
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This pamphlet concerns you, if you: Own a home • Are an 
employer or an employee • Belong to a union • Work under 
civil service (Federal or State) • Pay a license tax to a State 
or city • Offer goods or services to the public (business or 
professional) • Borrow money from a bank • Deposit money 
in a bank • Benefit from any Federal farm program • Have 
a child in school • Vote • Receive or expect to receive: Social 
Security, veterans’ benefits, old age pensions, retirement benefits. 



Note : Although many of the major features of “The Civil Rights Act 
of 1963 ” are unconstitutional on their face, this review is limited to a 
discussion thereof as if the proposals were constitutional and became law. 
Any portion of this analysis may be reproduced or used with or without 
quotation or credit. 



Blueprint for Total 
Federal Regimentation 


Analysis of 

“THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 1963” 


By Loyd Wright and John C. Satterfield* 


On June 19, 1963, there was sent to Congress a package of legislation 
known as “The Civil Rights Act of 1963“ (SB-1731 and HR-7162) which 
Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy is now urging Congress to pass. 
It has little resemblance to the Administration’s Civil Rights Act of 1963 
introduced on April 4, 1963. It is 10% Civil Rights and 90% extension 
of Federal executive power. If this legislation becomes law and is upheld 
by the Courts— 

• It will, in fact, extend Federal control over businesses, industry 
and over individuals (with a corresponding destruction of State power) 
in a degree that exceeds the total of such extensions of power by all 
judicial decisions and all Congressional actions since the Constitution of 
the United States was adopted. 

• It will, in fact, destroy the Constitutional checks and balances be¬ 
tween the Federal Government and the States; and 

*Loyd Wright is a member of the firm of Wright, Wright, Goldwater and Mack 
of Lob Angeles, California and is a member of the American Bar Association, 

John C. Satterfield is a member of the firm of Satterfield, Shell, Williams and 
Buford of Jackson, Mississippi and is a member of the American Bar Association. 

This analysis has been prepared by Mr. Wright and Mr. Satterfield in their indi¬ 
vidual capacities. Mr. Wright is not a member of the Co-ordinating Committee for 
Fundamental American Freedoms, Inc. 
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• It will, in fact, destroy the Constitutional checks and balances be¬ 
tween £he Executive branch of the Federal government and the Legislative 
and Judicial branches. 

• The “civil rights” aspect of this legislation is but a cloak; uncon¬ 
trolled Federal Executive power is the body. 

It is well that the true nature of this proposed Act be understood 
by every interested citizen. To that end the following analysis has been 
prepared. 

The Civil Rights Act of 1963 is skillfully drawn with the patent, 
deliberate intent to destroy all effective constitutional limitations upon the 
extension of Federal governmental power over individuals and the States. 
It draws within the ambit of Federal control, all material phases of such 
governmental regulation and vests it largely in the Executive branch. 

It does so in the following manner: 

a) By classifying as “public establishments” all businesses which offer goods 
or services to members of the public. (This status heretofore, has been 
held to apply only to utilities operating under a public franchise.) 

b) By finding that every action of every person or corporation paying a license 
tax to the State becomes “State action” and, therefore, subject to Federal regu¬ 
lation under the 14th Amendment, and 

c) by drawing under Federal control (as interstate commerce) all “establish¬ 
ments” where a substantial portion of the goods sold or used, or of the custo¬ 
mers or clients served, have travelled in interstate commerce. 

None of these new findings are limited to race. They would be effec¬ 
tive for all purposes. 

Federal regulation and control is established to the exclusion of State 
regulation not only by the above extension of “interstate commerce,” but 
also through the finding that the action of every person or corporation 
“licensed or protected” by the State constitutes “State action” and thus 
becomes subject to Federal regulation under the 14th Amendment. These 
would include about 99 per cent of the Nation's business and professional 
establishments. It also grants unlimited authority to the President and his 
appointees to manipulate for political purposes every form of Federal 
financing, “by contract, grant, loan, guaranty, insurance, or otherwise.” 



Unlimited Federal Power Over Individuals and Business 

There are more than one hundred Federal agencies administering 
Federal financial programs or activities by way of “grant, contract, loan, 
insurance, guaranty or otherwise.” All acts creating such agencies and ap¬ 
propriating the monies therefor are amended by this bill to give authority 
to administrative personnel to withhold, restrict or deny participation 
in such programs or activities. 

There are hundreds of thousands of professional men, individual busi¬ 
ness men and small businesses not now engaged in interstate commerce 
nor subject to Federal control under the Fourteenth Amendment which 
affects only “state action.” The control of those engaged in interstate 
commerce has been heretofore largely limited to legitimate business pur¬ 
poses. If this legislation is enacted and upheld, the Constitution of the 
United States will have been amended (or nullified) by the deadly com¬ 
bination of legislative and judicial action, and the basis will have been 
laid for every individual who pays a license to the state or municipality 
and every private corporation organized under state law to become sub¬ 
ject to control of Federal personnel to bring about sociological and political 
ends. 

The proposed legislation lays the groundwork for Federal control over 
business, industry, individual citizens and the states, as follows: 

—By legislative definition, extension of the interstate commerce clause 
to draw under Federal control all establishments where a substantial por¬ 
tion of the goods sold or used or of customers or clients served have 
traveled in interstate commerce 

—Placing under Federal control practically all employers and em¬ 
ployees in the United States, with power to destroy seniority in unions, 
civil service and company employment and to dictate promotions, demo¬ 
tions and employment practices. 

—Placing under Federal control every individual, corporation or 
association which pays a license tax to a state or municipality. 

—Extending Federal control to every act of every private corporation 
formed under state statutes, upon the theory that States “license and 
protect” all corporations. 

• ** 

—Granting Federal authority to exercise financial and other controls 
over education at every level from grade school through graduate school 
and authorizing the United States Commissioner of Education to supervise 
State and local education. 



—Authorizing manipulation of all Federal financial assistance “in 
connection with any program or activity by way of grant, contract, loan, 
insurance, guaranty or otherwise” to control all persons “participating in 
or benefiting from” such programs. This includes all agricultural pro¬ 
grams, construction and sale or leasing of homes, banks served by the 
FDIC, labor unions, industries having government subsidies or contracts, 
veterans benefits, social security, etc. 

—Extending Federal control over all "general, special or primary elec¬ 
tions held ... for the purpose of electing . .. any candidate for public office.” 

—Varying long accepted and recognized judicial procedures to give 
Federal control over voting without a final adjudication or even a hearing. 

—Setting up a new Federal agency to meddle in community affairs and 
extending powers of the present Commission on Civil Rights to exert 
Federal pressure against individuals, municipalities and States. 

—Setting up a new Federal agency and extending powers to the 
present Commission on Civil Rights to exert Federal pressure against 
individuals, municipalities and States. 

—Permitting sanctions and penalties by administrative action without 
judicial process. Where judicial process is provided, jury trials are denied. 


Banks, Their Borrowers and Depositors and Other 
Financial Institutions 

Title VI amends every act of Congress “providing or authorizing 
direct or indirect financial assistance for or in connection with any pro¬ 
gram or activity by way of grant, contract, loan, insurance guaranty, or 
otherwise.” The Federal Reserve System, The Federal Home Loan System, 
the banks and other institutions served by the Federal Dposit Insurance 
Corporation, small business loans, all loans such as VA, FHA, PHA, FNMA 
and CHA loans are among the programs included. The blanket amendment 
covers not only the financial institutions, but their borrowers and custo¬ 
mers who “participate in or benefit from the program or activity,” including 
home owners, businesses, realtors, developers, contractors and subcontrac¬ 
tors, as well as municipal authorities. 

All of these institutions and persons are placed under the control of 
such administrative agency or agencies as may be designated by Executive 
Orders of the President or Administrative Regulations by the several 
agencies. Blanket authority is inherent in the Act to provide sanctions, 



such as the calling of loans, the withdrawal of support of the FDIC, the 
withdrawal of credit by the Federal Reserve or Federal Home Loan 
Boards, the blacklisting for undetermined periods of banks, savings and 
loan associations, contractors, realtors, or any persons “participating in 
or benefiting from the program or activity.” The authority as to contractors 
is not limited to government contractors, but includes all contractors 
connected with any such program or activity. 

The broad terms of the Act would permit withdrawal of credit, support 
or calling of loans and blacklisting of institutions by areas or states, 
regardless of the actions of individual entities. Financial life or death of 
almost every financial institution in the United- States would be in the 
hands of one man i.e. the President of the United States, and his appointees. 

Every major financial establishment in the country would be trans¬ 
formed from a business institution to an institution for social and political 
reform, required to carry out the dictates of Federal personnel placed in 
charge of examining their procedures. The judgment of Federal inspectors 
appointed to bring about social reforms would supersede the judgment of 
the loan committees and would require that loans be made, contracts or 
businesses financed and policies followed to prevent “discrimination” as 
found by the Federal agency. No judicial proceeding would be required. 
Administrative procedures would be used. These institutions would he 
subject to the Federal FEPC described later herein. 

Federal administrative personnel would be the prosecutor, the judge, 
the jury and the executioner. 


Agriculture 

In addition to the programs just mentioned, the Act would govern 
the Farm Credit Administration including Federal Land Banks and 
Banks for Cooperatives, Commodity Credit Corporation, Soil Conservation 
Service, Federal Crop Insurance Corporation, Farmers Home Administra¬ 
tion, Rural Electrification Administration, Forestry Service, Agricultural 
Research Service, Extension Service and the Agricultural Marketing 
Service. 

This proposal authorizes issuance of executive orders or administrative 
regulations, under which financing could be withheld, loans called, guaran¬ 
ties or insurance withdrawn and programs discontinued in whole or in 
part upon an administrative finding that any “individuals participating in 
or benefiting from the program or activity are discriminated against on 
the ground of race, color, religious or national origin.” The President is 
given unlimited authority to prescribe conditions to be placed in “all 




contracts made in connection with any such program or activity” to assure 
that there shall be no discrimination in employment by any contracting 
party. Punitive action may apply to individuals, associations, areas or 
states. 

This Act will also place under Federal supervision and regulation all 
establishments by farm organizations where goods, services, facilities, 
privileges or advantages are held out to the public for sale, use, rent or 
hire, which are "licensed or protected” by the state, i.e. pay a privilege 
license to the state, if they fall within a very greatly broadened definition 
of interstate commerce—far beyond the definition's adopted by the Supreme 
Court. Almost every farm organization in the country would be affected. 

All persons having contracts in agricultural or other programs or 
activities affected directly or indirectly by Federal grant , loan, insurance 
or guaranty are subject to the Federal FEPC hereinafter described. 

Federal administrative personnel would be the prosecutor, the judge, 
the jury and the executioner. 


Business, Industry and Professional Services 

Through a combination of (a) an unprecedented extension of the 
interstate commerce clause, (b) the application of Federal control to 
actions of every individual or corporation paying a license or privilege tax 
to a state (under the rejected theory that by the payment of such tax 
individual action becomes state action), and (c) the manipulation of 
Federal financial power, this act would constitute an extension of Federal 
power over individuals and business exceeding all that which has come 
about by judicial decision and Congressional enactment from 1787 to 1963. 
The extension is so vast it can only be outlined briefly here. 

Under Title VI all agencies administering all Federal programs or 
activities are granted authority by this act to withhold, restrict or deny 
participation therein on the ground that discrimination is practiced by 
the person or business involved, by certain segments of the industry or 
business or within the area of the state in which the business or industry 
is located. 

Under the definitions and classifications contained in Titles II and 
VI, it appears that 99 per cent of the businesses in the United States 
would be subjected to Federal control. 





A partial enumeration of those businesses particularly mentioned by 
name in the Act are retail shops, department stores, markets, drug stores, 
gasoline stations, restaurants, motion picture houses, theaters, stadia, 
exhibition halls or other public places of amusement, hotels, motels or 
lodging places, and any other establishment where goods, services, facilities, 
'privileges, advantages or accommodations are held out to the public for 
sale, use, rent or hire. Even if the business does not fall within the broad 
definition of the Act, it is covered if connected with and located contiguous 
to or on the premises occupied by an establishment so included. All lawyers, 
doctors, insurance agents, realtors, engineers and other professional men 
maintain an office ("establishment”) xvhere "services . . . are held out to 
the public for . . . use ... or hire," and practice their profession by virtue 
of a license obtained from the state and pay state privilege licenses in many 
states. The broad definition of the Act appears to include them. Every 
private corporation is organized under statutory authority. If the Act is 
adopted the definitions contained therein would appear to draw every cor¬ 
poration (whether or not engaged in “interstate commerce" or paying a 
privilege tax to the state) into the theory of “state action” and subject the 
corporation to Federal regulation and supervision. 

The sanctions applicable and the penalties available for use against 
those found by Federal inspectors to violate Federal orders, include 
those enumerated above in connection with financial institutions, such as 
blacklisting, cancellation of contracts or subsidies, calling of loans and 
cancellation of insurance or guaranties. Where these are inapplicable, 
fines and imprisonment may be imposed under injunction proceedings, the 
right of trial by jury is denied. A successful complaining party may be 
awarded attorneys fees, but a successful defendant may not recover such 
fees. 

Education at Every Level from the Grade 
School Through Graduate School 

In his message transmitting the Act to Congress President Kennedy 
said: “I have heretofore requested the Congress and request again today 
the enactment of legislation to assist education at every level from grade 
school through graduate school." The following steps are proposed: 

(1) Under Title VI, Federal financial assistance to education would 
carry with it Congressional approval of Federal control of education by 
administrative and executive orders, without limitation, without judicial 
process and without further legislative action. “Assistance” carries with 
it “control.” This is applicable to all existing as well as future programs. 


(2) Vocational education in all of its major phases would be taken 
over by the Federal government at an initial annual cost of between $400 
million and one-billion dollars, if Congress enacts recommendations A 
through F of paragraph (2) of Section III of the President’s message. 

(3) A radical and unprecedented departure from the Brown decision 
and all Supreme Court and other court decisions in the field of education 
is embodied in Title III of the Act. The Federal courts have recognized 
the right of state and local governments to administer their schools, but 
by orders and judgments in judicial proceedings have required admission 
to schools and colleges of qualified students who wished to attend, without 
discrimination on the basis of race, color or creed. Title III would vest in 
the Commissioner of Education of the United States administrative control 
in this field of every public school and college board in the United States 
through (a) Federal personnel employed by him as “specialists,” (b) use 
of funds administered by him with unlimited right of conditions and 
restrictions, (c) special Federally devised courses for “teachers, super¬ 
visors, counselors and other elementary or secondary school personnel,” 
and (d) suits and injunctions instituted by the Attorney General in the 
name of the United States with penalties of fine and imprisonment. 

(4) The power given the Commissioner of Education to bring about 
a removal of “racial imbalance ” in public educational institutions at all 
levels in the United States is also a radical and unprecedented departure 
from all Supreme Court decisions. The use of Federal administrative 
authority to force (by means mentioned above) complete race mixing by 
the tratisfer and transportation of students from one school to another 
goes far beyond the court decisions. 

(5) Control by the Federal government of both state and local govern¬ 
ments in the educational field is provided in Title III, through the broad 
power conferred upon the Attorney General to bring suits against state 
and local governments without any actual limitation whatsoever. The 
wording used in Section 307 (a) and (b) is designed to permit such 
suits in the sole discretion of the Attorney General. 


Control of State and Local Electoral Machinery 

The Act takes the first two steps in Federal control of all state, local 
and Federal elections including any “general, special or primary election 
held solely or in part for the purpose of electing or selecting any candidate 
for public office” within the United States. Section 101 modifies all state 
laws defining qualifications for voting. It transfers from local officials to 
Federally appointed “voting referees” the registration and qualification of 


voters upon certain allegations being made in suits by the Attorney General 
without the necessity of proof. It ousts the jurisdiction of local officials 
under specified circumstances during the pendency of litigation and before 
trial. The Attorney General could move into sensitive areas just before a 
national election, register tens of thousands of voters whose votes would 
count, even if the appointment of the referees or the registrations were 
later set aside. 

If this Act is adopted the precedent will be set for Federal take-over 
of those steps in all state and local elections in the United States recom¬ 
mended by the United States Commission on Civil Rights on pages 15-24 
of Volume 6 of its 1961 Report: 

(1) The qualifications of all voters; 

(2) The registration of voters; 

(3) The establishment of voting districts; 

(4) The holding of elections and the counting of votes; 

(5) The establishment of electoral districts; 

(6) The authorization of Federal prosecution (with penalties includ¬ 
ing fine and imprisonment) of state or local officials who, in the opinion 
of Federal personnel, are guilty of “any arbitrary act or (where there is 
a duty to act) inaction” in the area of registration, voting or counting of 
votes in any Federal election, i.e., complete Federal control of state and 
local officials. 


The Federal FEPC 

Title VII sets up a Commission “to prevent discrimination against 
employees or applicants for employment because of race, color, religion or 
national origin by Government contractors and subcontractors, and by 
contractors and subcontractors participating in programs or activities in 
which direct or indirect financial assistance by the United States Govern¬ 
ment is provided by way of grant, contract, loan, insurance, guaranty, or 
otherwise It must not be overlooked that “Government contractors and 
subcontractors” compose only a very small percentage of those covered. 

r 

Those who contract with the United States Government, i.e., who 
are contractors or Subcontractors, in the programs and activities defined 
above include banks and savings and loans associations (FDIC, Federal 
Reserve System, deposit of federal funds, etc.), persons entering into loan 



contracts through the FHA, VA, PHA, FNMA and CHA, Federal Home 
Loan Board, Small Business Administration, Federal Land Banks, Banks 
for Cooperatives, Production Credit Associations, Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Soil Conservation Service, Farmers’ Home Administration, 
REA, Area Development Administration and also Forestry Service, car¬ 
riage of mail by airlines or railroads, subsidies of every kind, all colleges, 
high schools and elementary schools which themselves or through their 
students directly or indirectly participate in Federal financial programs, 
to name a few. 

All borrowers from banks and all depositors in banks covered by the 
FDIC are “ subcontractors” in Federal financial programs. 

Title VII creating the “Commission on Equal Employment Oppor¬ 
tunity" does not remotely resemble the conventional state FEPC. Its 
powers are unlimited. They are described in the Act as “ The Commission 
shall have such powers to effectuate the purposes of this title as may be 
conferred upon it by the President.” It includes not only the hiring of 
employees, but every element that goes into the relationship of employer 
and employee. Businesses could be required to go out and recruit Negroes, 
or Protestants or Catholics or Jews, to end the “racial imbalance" or 
“religious imbalance” found to exist by Federal inspectors. Complaint 
by individual employees would not be required. Examination of entire 
corporate or other business or school personnel could be made by the 
Commission on its own motion. The Commission could require removal 
of “racial imbalance” or “religious imbalance” at every level of employ¬ 
ment from common and skilled labor, stenographers and clerical workers 
through the supervisors, the superintendents, the department heads, the 
vice-presidents and other officers, and the directors of corporations. Calling 
of loans, cancellation of contracts, withdrawal of FDIC, cancellation of 
Federal guaranties or insurance, denial of participation in any program 
followed by a blacklisting of the corporation or institution for one, two 
or three years or more, revocation of licenses which had been Federally 
granted, these are some of the sanctions which could be provided by 
Executive Order. Assessment of damages, reimbursement, restitution, 
compensation, costs, chax-ges and fees could be included. Seniority in 
unions, civil service and company employment would be destroyed. 

As to the despotic and dictatorial authority of the Commission over 
the several million persons employed in all the ramifications of the United 
States Government, Title VII contains one short sentence: 

“The President may also confer upon the Commission such powers as 
he deems appropriate to prevent discrimination on the ground of race, 
color, religion or national origin in government employment.” 


Federal Control of Individuals 


Under Title VI complete authority is vested in the President or his 
administrative appointees to withhold, restrict or modify every form of 
“direct or indirect financial assistance for or in connection with any 
program or activity” of the Federal government. In a letter to the Civil 
Rights Commission dated April 19, 1963, concerning its proposal to with¬ 
hold funds because of “discrimination,” President Kennedy stated that 
such withholding of funds would include (using the President’s words) 
“Social Security, Veterans, Welfare, school lunch and other benefits from 
Federal programs.” The proposed Act amends every Act of Congress 
“providing or authorizing” such programs and activities as veterans' bene¬ 
fits, veterans and civil service pensions, social security benefits, all health, 
education and welfare programs, every Federal benefit of every kind to 
every citizen of the United States, so as to permit manipulation of those 
benefits for the sociological and political ends described in the ball. 

Millions of Americans are subjected to Federal control by this Act. 
It is impossible to estimate the number. 


A Man's Home Is (Was?) His Castle 

Millions upon millions of Americans live in homes that are mortgaged 
to banks, savings and loan associations and other financial institutions 
which themselves, participate in some Federal activity such as the FDIC, 
Federal Reserve System, etc. These institutions hold more than $100 
billion of such mortgage debt and have assets in excess of $890 billion. 

Under the Civil Rights Act of 1963, this tremendous leverage would 
be politically perverted so that these institutions—and the home owner— 
could be forced to bend to the Federal will. 

How this leverage would be applied (under Title VI of the Act) on 
home owners, realtors, savings and loan associations, contractors, banks, 
municipalities, professional people and others is foreshadowed by Part 
One of the President's Executive Order 11,063. This order was issued by 
President Kennedy on November 20, 1962, in the face of six refusals by 
Congress to grant the right to take such action. It applies to about 30% 
of home loans. Title VI would grant authority to extend this order to 99% 
of home building. 

In that order the President said, “all departments and agencies in 



the executive branch of the Federal government” shall “take all action 
necessary and appropriate” to enforce the dictates of the Federal govern¬ 
ment concerning race, “in the sale, leasing, rental or other disposition of 
residential property and related facilities (including land to be developed 
for residential use) . . 

To make sure these dictates are carried out, the Executive Order 
continued, these “departments and agencies” are authorized to “cancel or 
terminate in whole or in part any agreement or contract with such person, 
firm or State or local agency providing for a loan, grant, contribution, or 
other Federal aid, or for the payment of a commission or a fee.” 

Such “departments and agencies,” the Executive Order said, shall 
“refrain from extending any further aid under any program administered 
by it and affected by this order until it is satisfied that the affected person, 
firm, or State or local agency will comply with the rules, regulations, and 
procedures issued or adopted pursuant to this order, and any non-dis¬ 
crimination provisions included in any agreement or contract.” 

Such “departments and agencies,” the Order added, shall “refuse to 
approve a lending institution or any other lender as a beneficary under 
any program administered by it which is affected by this order or revoke 
such approval if previously given.” 

Thus, it is seen, the Civil Rights Act of 1963 (Title VI) would take 
away from Americans their Constitutional right to own, as private prop¬ 
erty, the home in which they live. The Federal government would dictate 
to whom the owner rented a room, leased his home or sold his home. A 
man’s home would no longer be his “castle”; the enervating force of the 
Federal government would have stripped him of yet another of his Consti¬ 
tutional rights. 


Conclusion 

The Act clearly violates the Constitution of the United States by 
extending powers of the Federal government beyond those permitted 
under the Constitution. It also destroys rights reserved to the States 
and to the people by granting to the executive department powers which 
were intended under the Constitution to be within the realm of judicial 
determination and legislative action. Moreover, it destroys the funda¬ 
mental system of checks and balances set up in the Constitution. The Act 
completely ignores the civil rights and civil liberties of homeowners, bust- 



nessmen, professional men, employers, employees and all persons other 
than the minorities whose political favor it curries. 

Never in the history of nations governed by elected officials has the 
head of any state demanded the naked untrammeled power embodied in 
this Act, except when such state was upon the verge of becoming a dictator¬ 
ship. If it is enacted, the states will be little more than local governmental 
agencies, existing as appendages of the central government and largely 
subject to its control. This legislation assumes a totally powerful National 
Government with unending authority to intervene in all private affairs 
among men, and to control and adjust property relationships in accordance 
with the judgment of Government personnel. It is impossible to prevent 
Federal intervention from becoming an institutionalization of special 
privilege for political pressure groups. This must lead eventually not to 
greater human freedom but to an ever-diminishing freedom. 

The Act reveals the master plan. If the whole is denied and parts are 
granted, the plan will be developed step by step through each succeeding 
Congress. If the whole is granted, the end is not yet. The President's 
message of June 19 states that “the enactment of the legislation I suggest 
will not solve all our problems.” 

The United States of America is at the crossroads. The action we take 
in the next few months may determine our course in all the years to come. 

If you oppose this legislation, The Civil Rights Act of 1963, write 
your Senators and Congressman immediately and tell them so. 



If you want to maintain your personal liberty—your right 
of free choice—write your Senators (both of them) and your 
Congressman and tell them you are opposed to The Civil Rights 
Act of 1963. 


THE CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE FOR 
FUNDAMENTAL AMERICAN FREEDOMS, INC. 
Suite 520, 301 First Street, N.E., Washington, D. C. 

William Loeb, Chairman 
J. J. Kilpatrick, Vice Chairman 
John C. Satterfield, Secretary-Treasurer 
John J. Synon, Director 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, 

Memorandum 


. The Director 


FROM N. P. Callahan 


E: 


SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 


L Pages 23858-23859. Senator Metcalf, (D) Montana, pointed ouK. 

t recently in Montana weekly newspapers a three-column, pp.go-length advert 
tisement appeared entitled "Civil Rights and Legal Wrongs. Ms*. Metteolii? states) 
"This advertisement sponsored by the °Coordinating C ommittee for Fundamental 


Amerij 8ui-yree,d0PV-3Ql First Street J1E, Washington, l\ C ,, purported to bo \ 
An analysiB of the civil rights bill of 196S and made such broad charges and 
obvious distortions relative to that pending legislation that I asked the Department 
of Justice for comments and analysis." He included die reply he received from 
Mr. Burke Marshall, Assistant Attorney General, Civil Bights Division. 

Mr. Metcalf went on to state "I call Mr. Marshall's letter to the attention of my 
colleagues who may have had the same or a similar advertisement circulated in 
their State. ” 




H i v> / ■ 
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I70 JAN 1964 


.» the original ol .Aemarandem 


Record for 
marked ior the 
portions ol a c 
in appropriate 


„,„ol ot and pertinent items were 

»I .he Director's attenUon. This Wrm has .... o^ioc.d 

of a ctfpy of the original memorandum may be clipped, 
mrint* Bureau Af&QlX subject matter files. 
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D. C. Morrell 

Kl^kot: SENATOR LEE METCALF 
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Galtr_ 

i^o:- r ‘n__ ... 

MulUv'in_ 


Trolu; __ 

Tolc. T*vc'i» . 
Holme 1 - „—- 
Cnnriy_ 
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By letter dated 2-28-64, Metcalf, whose relations with the Bureau have 
been limited in view of his connection with the Communist Party, his attitude *m tfrf- , 
public stands supporting legislation contrary to the Bureau's interest (sudii as'be.i^'g 
for the Jencks decision, against legislation to extend coverage of the loya^^pi-d^am 
and hiring the daughter of a union official, which union was expelled f&am QIO as Q 
being communist dominated), stated he heard Mr. John J. Synon of the Coordinating 
Committee for Fundamental A meric an Freedoms , fnc^ , 301 First Street, N. E., 
"Washington, D7~C., has a police record. If so, Metcalf w_ants to know what itj^ . 

BUFIL® cp.9 <^0M fort uut^njnL 


’/it ^Id f 

A John J. Synon, Public Relations 


Consultant, 1301 Park Avenue, Richmnd 

20, Virginia, is on the Special Correspondents’ List; iast ongoing to him was 1-9-63 
when he requeste d information on juvenile delinquency in connec tion with a speech he 
V^was preparing for i r - <^> I of the Internal 

r \ Revenue Service who was a Presidential candidate in 1956 on the extreme right-wing's. ' 
v '$| (income tax abolishment) ticket. Synon was placed on the SpecialCorrespondents' List^s. 
Pyj per instructions of Mr. Tolson on 3-27-59 when we wrote to Mr. John Synon at the ^ 
"Press Democrat" newspaper, Santa Rosa, California. Synon, in his column of 


3-13-59 entitled "A Tribute to Hoover and the FBI," wrote an extremely laudatory 
column about Mr. Hoover and the Bureau. The San Francisco Office in requesting 
that a letter of appreciation be directed to Mr. Synon pointed out that he had been the 
Republican candidate for Congress fr^m the First Congressional District^in the 1958 
primary election but was not elected.. He was formerly an Executive Secretary to 
former Governor Goodwin K. Knight of California, 
tion to Synon was dated 3-27-59. 


\ 


The Director's letter of apprecia-P^j 
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According to a clipping in the "Washington Evening Star" of 2-17-60, 
new political group was formed on Capitol Hill called Americans for Conservative 
Action. John J. Synon was listed as Assistant Director of ACA which was self- 
characteriz ed as the direct opposite of Am ericans for Democratic Aption and President 
Eisenhower l ~| was one of its trustees. Synon was identi- \| 

fied as a former newspaperman who was the unsuccessful "right to work" candidate Pv. 
for the Republican House nomination in California's First District, in 1958,. 

Tolson - Enclosure 
ich --Enclosure 
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Morrell to DeLoach Memo 
RE: Senator Lee Metcalf 

The current Washington, D. C. , telephone directory does not contain a 
listing for Americans for Conservative Action; however, it does contain a listing for 
a John J. Synon at First and C Streets, N. E. , telephone number 543-7100. A 
pretext call to this number on 12-12-63 revealed this was also the telephone number 
for Fundamental American Freedoms and that John J. Synon was then out of town on 
a speaking engagement. Little information appears in Bufiles concerning the FAF. 

A Louisiana Chapter and a Washington, D. C. , paper mentioned its purpose as that 
designed to defeat civil rights legislation. 

In the recent past, the Patrick Henry Group of Richmond, Virginia, has 
come to our attention and Richmond Office advised 1-30-64 that this Group's post 
office box was applied for by John J. Sy non, 1301 Park Avenue. (Same address as 
SCL Synon) and the only public figure is | 

I 1 They are in support of states rights and their idol is Senator Harry F. 

Byrd of Virginia. Records on Synon reflect that he was campaign manager for 
Governor Knight and former secretary to Governor Warren in California. Synon's b6 

writings subsequently have been extremely critical of Chief Justice Earl Warren.. &7c 

^ 1 | » • * • 

FBI Identification Record No. 1035295 for a John J. Synon reflects 
approximately 15 drunk arrests between 1934 and 1943 in various parts of the country 
with the later arrests in California. In 1944, several applicant prints were received ^ 
from California and no other activity is reflected until October, 1954, when an inquiry 
was submitted by the California State Bureau. This Synon's birth date is 10-17-09 in 
Norfolk, Virginia, and the Synon of Richmond on the SCL is reported to be 10-16-09 
in Credit Bureau Records. . 

OBSERVATIONS: r *• 

t 

It would appear that the Synon on the SCL is identical with the Synon of the 
Fundamental American Freedoms, Inc., and the Synon reflected in FBI No. 1035295. 
However, this identity cannot be positively asserted until fingerprints are received 
from the Synon inquired about by Metcalf. Synon apparently had an unstable career 
up to World War n, after which he has developed into an outspoken proponent of the 
generally accepted conservative viewpoint. This position is apparently opposed to 
the views of Senator Metcalf. 

RECOMMENDATION: 


That someone from your (Mr. DeLoach's) office make the appropriate 
contact with Senator Metcalf or his administrative assistant, and advise him that 
without fingerprints it is not possible to tell whether we have an arrest record for 
Syrton. 


1 ^, 50 . 
* • 
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TRUE COPY 


Wednesday. March 11, 1964 


J. Edgar Hoover 
Director of the F. B.I. 

Washington D. C. 

Dear sir: 

Is the "Coordinating Committee for Fundamental Americ an 
Fr eedoms, Inc ." a Communist Front Organization? I support its apparent 
intent but do not wish to be used as a dupe by a Communist conspiracy. 

Sincerely yours 


Address per.; envelope: 
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March 23, 1964 



Dear 


Toieon .. 
Belmont 

Mohr_ 

Cooper _ 
Callahan 
Conrad __ 
DoLoach 
Evana _ 


Your letter of March 17th has been received. 


CD g 


In response to your inquiry, I would like to advise 
that information contained in- the files of the FBI is confidential 
and available only for official use pursuant to regulations of the 
Department of Justice. I hope you will not infer either that we 
do or do not have data in our files regarding the Coordinating 
Committee for Fundamental American Freedoms, Inc. 

Sincerely yours, 


1 Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 








NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. The Bureau has not 
conducted an investigation regarding the Coordinating Committee for 
Fundamental American Freedoms, Inc. Senator Metcalf of Montana recently 
stded on the floor of the Senate that this group sponsored an Advertisement 
which purported to be an analysis of the Civil Rights Bill of 1963 and that it 
made such broad charges and obvious distortions relative to the pending 
legislation that he had asked the Department for comments and analysis. 
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3-18-64 


Dear Sirs: 


3-1 ■ 


I am avaue of the fact that you cannot openly commit yourselves 
on many issues nor is it your responsbility to do so. 


Moreover, I realize that you are plagued with vague 
impossible requests'such as this one might well be. 




V 


give to the folio/ 


f* Oo ftxi' \ Odff ft. / tfeh 

-- —Can you 

organization known as 


Lew of the above I shall accept any treatment you might 


the 


me with any information concerning the 
indamental American Freedoms,? 


a/ 1 

This organ, has quite a following in this area and they" 
loudly and fairly intelligently. And t hey are constantly attacking o ur 
Gov ernment. I am certain that they ard doing this unwittingly. Perhaps 
the greatest source of perturbance lies in the fact that I am so ill-informed. 



1 

i 


Can you inform me? 




c 


vY, V 
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Sincerely, 
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SHIP TO COAST-TO-COA5T STORES 


State: 



Snipping Instructions 
PARCEL POST:r~l EXPRESS-1 | c 



SPECIAL ORDERING 
INSTRUCTIONS: 


1. ORDER IN SHIPPING UNITS AS SHOWN ON YOUR REQUISITION. 

2. USE A SEPARATE SHEET FOR EACH DEPARTMENT. 

3. ORDER IN STOCK NUMBER SEQUENCE. 

4. USE A SEPARATE SHEET FOR PARTS ORDERS AND DIRECT FAC¬ 
TORY SHIPMENTS. ' • ' 



If any printed requisitions are needed, check below. _j 


D AUTOMOTIVE 

□ HARDWARE 

□ SPORTING GOODS 


□ HOUSEWARES AND H^E WiltNISHlilCS il 'Qlf, 

□ ELECTRICAL AND HOME APPLIANCE 

□ PAINT AND PAINT SUNDRIES ■_ <" ‘ 

•. • sar.iJ! “} Y 4 GO-a. 03 U 

Store Owner _ 




LUMBING AND HEATING □ STORE FIXTURES 
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March 25, 1964 



OW 


Dear 


o 

~ni 

m 

CD g 


Your letter of March 18th has been received. 


In response to your inquiry regarding the Fundamental. 
American Freedoms, Inc., I must point out that the FBI Is strictly 
an investigative agency of the Department of Justice and, as such, 
does not furnish evaluations ot comments relative to the character 
or integrity of any individual, organization or publication. I hope 
you will not infer from my inability to be of assistance either that 
we do or do not have data regarding this group in our files. 

.Sincerely yours, 

Edgar Hoovmt 

1 John Edgar Hoover 
i Director „i\ j 


NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. The Bureau has not 
conducted an investigation regarding the^Coordinating Committee for 
‘ FMdamental American Freedoms. Senator Metcalf of Montana recently 
st£X£d on the floor of the Senate that this group sponsored an advertisement 
which purported to be an analysis of the Civid Rights Bill of 1963 and that it 
made such broad charges and obvious distortions relative to the pending 
legislation that he had asked the Department for comments and analysis. 


Tolaon _ 

Bo I room _ 

Mohr _ 

Casper _ 

Collahort _ 

Conrad _ 

OoLoach _ 

Evans Jz _ 

Gala _ 

Rooon _ 

Sulllvon _ 

Tavol _ 

Trottor- 

Telo. Room 

Holmos _ 

Gandy _ 


- SAW:mc , , 


WAILED 19“ 


1 a w >e „ 


WAR 25 1964 




fi'V 


COMIW-F81 


ZM) 


MAIL ROOM 


□ TELETYPE I 















PQi^ge County Veterans Servi ^f Office 


Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54481 


April 1, 1964 


Inspector Kemper 
Justice Department 
Room 5640 
9th and Penn 
Washington, D. C. 
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Dear Inspector Kemper: * 

Enclosed Is a full-page advertisement which appeared in our 
local newspaper and which I feel would be of interest to you. 

I have already written to Senator William Proxmire on this 
matter asking for his comments, so I can be in a better position 
to answer any questions raised at veterans’ meetings. 

From the article I would be inclined to feel that "Fundamental 
American Freedoms; Inc." is not an organization with the best 
interests of the people at heart. / ' 

I would appreciate any comments you have on the enclosed article 

I thank you for your kind consideration in this matter. 

Very truly yours. 



VETERANS SEB/VICE OFFICER 
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THE SOCIALISTS’ OMNIBUS BILm&963 


Within The Coverage or This Bill „ 
Federal Inspectors Would Dictate To— 
INDIVIDUALS:. 

As to 

1. Seniority in private employment. 

2. Seniority in civil service. 

8. .Preferential edvanco of minorities. 

6. Employoo facilities. 

FARMERS: 

Ae fA 


The American people are being set up for a blow that would deatjoy^tKeir..right 
What is being piously presented as a humane effort to redres&'paat wronga^rl 
even the least of us, black and white alike, subject to the whim and caprice of g 
Unless American workers, farmers, business and professionai nioiij .te'acheri 
controls will reach into'our homes, jobs, businesses, ana schools,.into bin- loch! ah 


You should know, through this bill, yoi 
to beused as a weapon against your :J, 
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US BILL OF 1963 NOW BEFORE THE SENATE 


Within The Coverage Of This Bill ^ 
Federal Inspectors Would Dictate To-> 

SCHOOLS AND COLLEGES: 

As to' 

1. Handling of pupils. 

2. Employment of faculties, 

3. Occupancy of dormitories. 


that would destroy their right to determine for themselves' how they will live. 

sffort to redress*past wrongs—the “Civil Rights” bill—is, in fact, a cynical design to make 

t to the whim arid caprice of government bureaucrats/. 

and professional men, teachers, homeowners, every, citizen awakens now, harsh Federal 
, ana schools, ipto our local and State elections, and into our municipal and State govern- 


struck by a $100 Billion 
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6. Employee facilities, 

FARMERS: 

As to 

1. AU Federal farm programs. 

2. Employees and tenants. 

3. Membership in farm organizations. 

LABOR UNIONS AND MEMBERS: 

Aa to 

1. Job seniority of members. 

2. Seniority in apprenticeship programs. 

3. Racial balance in job classifications. 

4. Racial balance in membership, 

6. Preferential advance of minorities. 

BANKS AND OTHER FINANCIAL' 
INSTITUTIONS: 

As to 

1. Approval of loans. 

2. Foreclosure of loans.. 

3. Compensation, forms, conditions of 
employment. 

4. Hiring, firing and promotion of 
employees. 

8. Racial balance of job classifications. 

BUSINESSES AND INDUSTRIES: 

Aa to 

1. Hiring, firing and promoting of 

employees. >r 

2. Racial balance of job classifications. 

3. Racial balanco of office staffs. 

4. Preferential treatment of minorities. 


FEDERAL PROGRAMS AFFECTED 
Federal Programs subject 
to manipulation include— 

Loans by all Federal agencies • Farm 
Credit Administration • Federal Land 
Banks • Banks for Cooperatives • 
Production and Commodity Credit 

♦ SBA end FNMA • School Lunch 
Programs • Hill-Burton Hospitals • 
Highway Construction • Child Wel¬ 
fare Services • Social Security • Com¬ 
munity Health Services • School . 
Fellowships end Research • School end 
Collogo Construction • Aid to Blind 
and Disabled • Vocational Education 

• Agricultural Experiment Stations' • 
Fedoral Rcaervo System • National 
Banks - Fedoral Civil Service • . 
Federal Contracts • Veterans' Bonefits* 


* FREE BOOK 

"Unmufclns tbs Civil RluhCt BUI,” * 
detailed anelyile of this bill may b* 
had from this committee, 

Single eopy. • . Free 

More than 1 eopy. •. lOe each 


& The outlines oppearin# effect thorn per. 
eooa who fell within the categoric* to the 
ox toot doocrlbed in the 10 bill* CTltlee”) 
ombodiod la thie pocXago of ledeletloo, 
■ubj'oct to minor exception*. Dot*Hod 
en/Uyei* may ho obtained from thi* conr 
mlttea 


ion a year to force our people to 


’*#(/(/ DILLIVN OLHUntSHVIi 

You should know, through this bill you are to be struck by a $100 Billion Blackjs 
to be used as a- weapon against you. 

That is the meaning of the Civil Rights bill: 

(1) It would amend every Federal law (hundreds of them) that deals with fir 
make its own regulations to manipulate Federal funds: Each Federal depa 
ination” and apply its own penalties (Sec. 601-602). 

(2) It would empower Federal political appointees—through the use of the 1 
punitive means—to use almost $100 billion a year to force our people to 

You should know this. 

TOTAL FEDERAL C0HTR0L u 

The bill now pending in the United States Senate would ; h 

(a) Allow people to be jailed without trial by jury (Titles I,TI, III, IV, and \ 
It would 

(b) Allow the government to hold Star Chamber sessions and to imprison thoi 
its closed doors (Sec. 501). 

It would _ ; \ 

(c) Deny an individual the right to freely seek employment without Federa 

right (Titles VI and VII). , 

It would 

(d) Deny the employer the right to hire, fire, promote and demote without I 

this right (Titles VI and VII). ,, 

i'yHvwould_ . 

- (e) Deny to School Boards (public and private) and to colleges the right to i 
their students and teaching staffs should be handled—it would deny this i 

It would 

(f) Take from local and State officials theirright, without Federal interferenc 
To handle local and State elections (Title I); , 

To regulate local parks, swimming pools and other recreational facilit 
To regulate hotels, restaurants, motion-picture houses, stadiums, etc. 
To regulate employment practices (Titles VI and VII). 

THE MYSTERY WORD: "DISCRIMIHATION” 

The bill now pending in the United States Senate would: 

(a) Allow each Federal department and agency to determine for itself what is a; 
the bill, itself, does not define the word. 

(b) Allow each Federal department and agency to determine for itself what it 
and VII)—the bill, itself, does not define either word. 

Therefore, there would be no uniformity of interpretation. What might be classifi 
not be so classified by another agency. 

OMNIPOTENT PRESIDENT 

And always—if this bill becomes law—there will be the Omnipotent President or 
times, yes. Sometimes, no. 

Onlv a Dictator has such prerogatives. 

It follows, then, under the Socialists' Omnibus Bill—misnamed the Civil R 
political favors. Others may expect something else. 

Such is the significance of the bill now pending in the United States Senate: ! 
of Law. - i 

Six members of the.House Committee on the Judiciary, each'ilh attorney and t 
reported bill is not a ‘moderate’ bill and it has not been ‘watered down’. It const! 

the 20th Century.’’ - 

If you wish this bill defeated, you can defeat it: Write your Senators, both of 
it. Tell them why. 

There is no other way. If you want this bill stopped, write your Senators, no 


THE COORDINATING C0MMITT 

FUNDAMENTAL AMERICA! 

301 FIRST ST., N.E., WASHING1 

WILLIAM LOE8, CHAIRMAN, Mina/itittr, iUw Htmpihlr* • JOHN C. SATTERFIELD, SECRETARY, Utfo 









:k by a $100 Billion Blackjack—almost the total Federal budggt.'Your tax money is 


of them) that deals with financing so that each Federal. department or agency could 
il funds: Each Federal department or agency would define for itself what w "discrim- 
-602). 

•s—through the use of the blacklist, cancellation of contracts, foreclosure, and other 
year to force our people to knuckle under to Executive dictation (Secs. 601-602), 


■ (Titles I,,11, III, IV, and VII). 

V 

essions and to imprison those who disclose, without permission, what went on behind 

t 

imployment without Federal interference as to race or religion—it would dehy this 

• • , 

mote and demote without Federal interference as to race or religion—it would deny 

aid to colleges the right to determine, unhampered by the Federal government, how 
indled—it would deny this right (Titles IV, VI and Vll). 

I 

without Federal interference 

I): 

ind other recreational facilities (Title II); 
cture houses, stadiums, etc. (Title ill); and 

VI and VII). ’'*• 

CRIMINATION” 

i: 

leterraine for itself what is and what is not "discrimination" (Titles V, VT, and VII)— 

determine for itself what is and what is not "race” and "religion” (Titles IV, V, VI 
r word. 

ion. What might be classified as a "discriminatory practice” by one agency, might 


e Omnipotent President or his appointees to rule, thumbs up, thumbs down. Some- 

ill—misnamed the Civil Rights Bill—those who enjoy political favor may expect 

the United States Senate: It would establish the Rule of Man and abolish the Rule 

iary, each ith attorney and each’ an expert in this sort of legislation, have said: "The 
h ’watered down’. It constitutes the greatest grasp for executive power conceived in 

rite your Senators, both of them. Write them, now, today, and tell them you oppose 

ed, write your Senators, now, and tell them so. Te.r.h»rt» »r the *<i. .utuM« for repro- 

m ductlon m other newspapers, may be hid 

upon request. 


TEACHERS; 

As to 

1. Their employment, discharge and 
promotion. 

2. Preferential treatment of minorities, 

3. Compensation, terms, and conditions 
of their employment. 

HOSPITALS: 

As to 

1. Medical and musing staffs. 

2. Technical, clerical and other 
employees. 

3. Patients’ beds and operating rooms, 

4. Facilities and accommodations. 

HOTELS, MOTELS AND RESTAURANTS: 

As to 

1. Rental of rooms. 

2. Service of customers. 

3. Hiring, firing and promotion of 
. employees. 

STATES AND MUNICIPALITIES: 

Aa to 

1. State TEPC acte. 

2. State Labor laws. 

3. Handling of public facilities. 

4. Supervision of private facilities. 

6. Judges and Law Enforcement Officers. 

6. Handling of elections. <- -‘•djjl 


DICTATORIAL ATTORNEY GENERAL 

This bill would make the Attorney 
General a virtual dictator of America's 
manners and morale. It would grant 
him unprecedented authority to file,. 
suits against property, owners," plain 
citizens and State and local officials, 
even though the supposed grievant has 
not filed auit. The Attorney General 
would becomo the grievant’s lawyer at 
the taxpayers’ expense. The bill grants 
to tho Attorney General— 

(1) Tho unprecedented power to 
shop around for a judge he prefers to 
hear a voting suit (Title I). 

(2) The right to sue an owner of 
public accommodations before the 
owner is accused of a "discriminatory 
practice" (Titlo II). 

(3) To sue State or local officials con¬ 
cerning public facilities, without an 
individual having filed suit fTitlo 

ni). 

(4) To sue local school boards, al¬ 
though no suit has been filed by any 
school child or other person (Title 
IV). 

Last fall, when broad authority to 
sue in Civil Rights matters was first 
proposed, tho Attorney General said: 
"Obviously the proposal injects Fod- 
; oral executive authority into, some 
areas which are not its legitimate con- 
corn and vesta the Attorney General 
with broad discretion in matters of 
great political and social concern." 
This bill falls within that condem¬ 
nation. 


IROINATFNG COMMITTEE FOR 


1 

MERICAN FREEDOMS, ini 

3 . 

Tha outline* uppoorin* affect thoeo per- 
^ non* who fall within the oito«ori«a to tha 
extant described In tho 10 bill* ("T7tJoo , *> 
vmlxxiitxi In thla pne Junto of lofiaUtioo, 

! ST., N.E., WASHINGTON, O.G. 


subject to minor exception*. Detailed 
ndb! yum may bo obtained from thla com* 
mitt**. 

1. SATTERFIELD, SCBSfTAHf, tnoo C tty, Mhilltlppl • JOHN J. SYN0N, DIRECTOR, Wsthloptin, 0.0. 









Portage County Veterans Service Officer 
Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54481 / 


I read your letter of April 1st, with enclosure, 
addressed to Inspector Edward C. Kemper, Jr. 

With respect to your inquiry, this Bureau is 
not in a position to comment along the lines you have suggested. 
Information contained in our files must be maintained as confiden¬ 
tial in accordance with the regulations of the Department of Justice 
and is available for official use only. I regret I am unable to be 
of help in this instance and trust you will not infer either that we 
do or do not have data in our files relating to the organization 
you mentioned. , , ’ 


ed is some literature which I hope will 


be oiSfl. ™ 
APR? -.W 

rnMM-FBI 


Sincerely your6 

.fcEteHaaHBB 


John Edgar Hoover 
Director 


Enclosures (4) 

Let’s Fight Communism Sanely! 
4/1/61 Law Enforcement Bulletin 
4/17/62 Internal Security 
Faith in Freedom 


Bolmoj 


Casper 


Callahan 


Conrad 


'.^1 . ' I ' • • , fm* tJ ^ V . . 

|i'l ^ 

See NOTE and initials ne?ct page 


1 - Mr. Kemper - Enclosure 
DTP-.fcl J\ ; , 


DoLoach 
Evans _ 


Roson 


Sullivan 


Tavol 

TroUc 
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NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. The Coordinating _ 

Committee for Fundamental American Freedoms has come to our 
attention as an'organization attempting to. defeat the proposed civil 
rights legislation by distributing printed material in key states and 
by pressuring Congress from its headquarters in Washington. The 
Bureau has not investigated this gr oup; however, d ue to the issues 
involved and since persons such as | ] and Senator Keating 

of New York have mentioned the activities of this group, the above 
answer is deemed appropriate. The officers of this group are on the 
Special Correspondents' List. Correspondent wanted to meet the 
Director during 3/1 -3/however, it was recommended and approved 
that he talk to someone in Mr. DeLoach’s office and be offered a tour 


of the Bureau. At that time, he was not identifiable in Bufiles. 

J-(- £ Q P) 6 i o aj 3-X ^ ^ ^ 

T A K t D T o. iC&M •.: n 
S$0 uy /=** '*' 


o - 


* < [ 






V 


■ ■ -2 - 





Mr. Casper_ 
Mr. Callahan 
Mf* Conrads 
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KTUdCs PD 2 EXTRA VALLEY FALLS KANS 7 1015A CST . £S gZS?^ 
j/EDGAR HOOVER •• 1 |“~-=====Z^ 

WASH DC 

REPLY URGENT BY MONBAY WHAT IS PATRIOTIC STANBING OF^FUNDAMENTAL 

VINDICATOR VALLEY FALLS KA NS 
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n'- rtyu. DaWju 0f z /6£/sy-& 

!}» i l OR i)Vi M » MAY 141964: j 
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PLAINTEXT 


TELEGRAM 


DEFERRED 


frCrV* ~ /d <?/£*/ 


WITH RESPECT TO YOUR TELEGRAM OF MAY SEVEN, INFORMA'i’gjN 

O 

IN FBI FILES MUST BE MAINTAINED AS CONFIDENTIAL PURSUANT TO * * 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT REGULATIONS AND IS FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY. i 

■ ■ i 

I REGRET I AM UNABLE TO BE OF HELP IN THIS INSTANCE AND HOPE YOU 

WILL NOT INFER EITHER THAT WE DO OR DO NOT HAVE DATA IN OUR^"^ 

FILES CONCERNING FUNDAMENTAL AMERICAN FREEDOMS, INC. \ 

JOHN EDGAR HOOVER, DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


NOTE: Correspondent and "Vindicator” are not identifiable in Bufiles. The 
Coordinating Committee for Fimda^ental has come to our 

attention as sm origination attempting to defeat the proposed civil rights legislation 
by distributing printed material in key states and by pressuring Congress ^om its 
headquarters in Washington. The Bureau has net inv esti g ated this g roup. however, 

due to the issues involved and since persons such as|—--Fj 

Keating of New York have mentioned the activities of this group, the above answ 
DTPrralk (3) 13 deemed appropriate. The officers of this group are 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U.S DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

MAYS 1964 
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WITH RESPECT TO YOUR TELEGRAM OF MAY SEVEN, INFORMATION IN FBI FILES 
MUST BE MAINTAINED AS CONFIDENTIAL PURSUANT TO JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 
REGULATIONS AND IS FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY. I REGRET I AM UNABLE TO BE 
OF HELP IN THIS INSTANCE AND HOPE YOU WILL NOT INFER EITHER THAT 
WE DO OR DO NOT HAVE DATA IN OUR FILES CONCERNING FUNDAMENTAL AMERICAN 
FREEDOMS, INC. 


JOHN EDGAR HOOVER, DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. 
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y Mississippi State Funds Used 


$319,000 Spent Fighting RighhNBill ^ 

Bv JOHN V. WILSON oorts. the committee has been John G. TalcoU. Jr., of Talcott- §•' 


Tolson _ 
Belmont . 

Mohr _ 

Casper _ 
Callahan 
Conrad _ 
DeLoach 

Evans _ 

Gale _ 


I By JOHN V. WILSON 

Scrlpps-Howard Staff Writer 

i A powerful, Southern-financed 
, lobbying outfit already has spent 
more than $319,000 fighting the 
civil rights bill. • , 
j Xbe outpouring of money by 
' U&fco-ordinatine CommitteeJar 
1 Fuhdamenl.nl.. ,Aipgricai) Free- 
tl Sms, Inc., is disclosed m 
q(Bffff!9*KWll5ying reports filed 
with Congress. 

Between last July, when the 
committee was organized; and 
March 31, the outfit received 
contributions totaling $325,829 
and spent $319,354. 

Since then, the committee has 
, stepped up its opposition to the 
, bill, particularly in the Indiana 
and Maryland Presidential pri¬ 
maries in support of Alabama 
Gov. George C. Wallace, 
i Ho^smuch the committee .is 
spendin^uring this period will 
be shown m the report due in 
July. 

According to the quarterly re- 


; jyju:: 11 ;364 


ports, the committee has been 
financed largely by the Missis¬ 
sippi Sovereignty Commission 
using that state's public funds. 

The tax-supported state agen¬ 
cy, created by the Mississippi 
Legislature, kicked in $242,581 
for the committee's war chest. 

CONNECTICUT 

Other major, contribulors have 
been organizations and individ¬ 
uals in Mississippi, Florida, 
South Carolina, Louisiana and 
Connecticut. 

The committee has received 
less than $50,000 in gifts from . 
under-$500 contributors, the lob¬ 
bying reports indicated.; 

Most of the money has been 
spent for newspaper advertising 
and literature attacking the leg-. 
islation. 

More than $105,000 has been 
tunneled thru Advertising Asso¬ 
ciates of Richmond, Va,, for 
newspaper advertising. 

The Connecticut contributor, 


John G. TalcoU, Jr., of Talcott- Sullivan _ 

ville, sent $6300 to the advert/s- Tavel _ 

ing firm, the latest quarterly » 

report showed, er — 

*■ n • .i, r Tele Room 

. During the J a n u a r y-thru- „ . 

March period, the committee Holmes - 

operated on a $4000-a-monfh Gnndv 

payroll from the Carroll Arms 

Hotel here, which overlooks the 

Senate office buildings. 

SALARY 

The committee's staff direr- . '> /J. 

tor, John Jufl^hon, a Richmond, 

Va.j public relations man, ' is 
paid $500 a week and expeuses 
of almost $500 a month. 

The committee's jgccetary- 
treasurer, John C_-£rffterfield of j, /' 

Yazoo City, Miss,,'former Amer- | 

icon Bar Association president, I _ 

was paid $4000 plus expenses of \ 

$1756 during the First three \ 

months this year. 

Washington attorney George 
Stephen Leonard has .received , 

$3950 in fees and another $1056 ! 
for expenses from the commit¬ 
tee, ~ 1 \. 

In addition, the committee 
paid Wilford J. Ritz of Washing¬ 
ton & Lee University $3353 for 
legal research and Uie Washing- j 

ton law firm of McNutt, Dudley I 

& Easterwood a $500 legal fee. \ 

CONTRIBUTORS . j > 

Major contributors during the t 8 H<3rald 

first quarter of the year includ- “ Washington Daily Ne* 

ed the Mississippi Commitlee he Evening Star _ 

for Fundamental American ew Yark Herold Trlbune 
Freedoms, $19,611; Florida Con- , 

Slitlitional Committee. $3558; York Journal-Amerlca 

Wayne Freeman, Greenville, ew York Mirror- 

S. C., $2&0, and Jackson aw York Daily Newc __ 

: Real Estate Board, $1000? \ • bw York Pos , _ 

'• During %e most recent Spar. 


he Waahln<uon\ Post and 


Washington Dally New 


aw York Journal-Aoierlcan 


' ter, the committee hit a spgnd* 9 Now 
! ing peak of $191,528. Last year, Worker 


ew York Post _ 

he Now York Times 


REC-53 


U. spent $127,826. 

igf recorded 
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he New Leader _ 

The WalJLStreet Journal 
The National Observer _ 
People's World _ 
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Anti-Civil Rights Lobby Rated 4th in Spending— 


conareoslona] Quurterlr) 


In 1963, The employe and labor 
) placing it fourth among lobby category, with only 36 orga- 
.groups reporting their ex- nizations, spent $1,130,124. 
p enses> The statistics on spending 

The Committee oontended wer « compiled from the 
that the bill was “unconstitu- lobby spending reports which 
ttanal and discriminatory" and must be filed under the 1946 
"an aggrandisement of Federal Federal Regulation of Lobby 
power at the expense of the Act. Over-all; $4,191,482 was 
state and local governments." spent for lobbying in 1963— 
After the bill was enacted slightly less than the $4.21 
this year, the Committee dls- million reported In 1902. 
banded. Of tihe 28B groups that filed 

The third highest of the 12 spending reports, eight listed 
top spenders In 1963 was the expenditure* of more than 
’.Business Committee for Tax $100,000, 

|Reduction in 1963. The Com- The highest outlay was 
mittee spent $141,785. Its sole reported by the United Fed- 
' purpose was to lobby for the eration of Postal Clerks (AFL- 
'$11.5-billiatt tax cut eventual- CIO), $202,996, the highest 
ly passed early this year. yearly spending figure re- 
The Citizens Committee for ported by any group since 
a Nuclear Test Ban, the third 1953. Its chief legislative suc- 
major group formed In 1963 cess was the Federal pay raise 
to work specifically on a bill. 

^single piece of legislation,' The pay raise also was a 
spent $61,240. The Commit- major goal of three other .top, 
tee’s sole purpose was to helpl spenders: $93,963 by the' In-; 


The Washington Post ond — 
Times Herald 

The Washington Dolly News 

The Evening Star - 

New York Herald Tribune — 


New York Journal-Amerlcan 


New York Mirror — 
New York Dally News 


New York Post_— 

The New York Times 

Tho.WoJk.er - 

'The; Ne.w^ Leader - 


The Wall Street Journal 


The National Observer 


People's W.orld 
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